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MAT  IT  PLEASE   YOUR  ORAGB, 

In  regard  to  the  eminency  of  your  office  and  station  in 
the  Church,  which  entitles  you  more  than  ordinarily  to  be  a 
defender  of  the  present  constitution,  and  a  patronizer  of  all 
honest  endeavours  that  are  used  to  support  it,  I  do  with 
great  submission  present  to  your  grace  this  following  dis- 
course ;  which  contains  a  modest  vindication  of  the  doc- 
trine, worship,  government  and  discipline  of  our  Church, 
from  the  chief  objections  of  dissenters,  and  returns  answer 
to  them  upon  the  principles  of  the  reformed  Church  of 
France.  The  arguipent,  I  confess,  is  something  singular : 
there  being  few  that  have  trod  in  the  same  path  before,  and 
none  that  I  know  of,  who  have  set  themselves  purposely  to 
examine  the  French  synods,  with  any  design  to  justify  the 


\ 
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Church  of  England  thereby.  But  I  hope  the  rareness  of 
the  argument  will  be  so  far  from  being  a  prejudice  against 
it,  that  it  will  excite  the  curiosity  of  those,  for  whose  benefit 
it  is  intended,  to  make  a  new  search  into  these  matters :  and 
when  they  find  so  exact  an  harmony  and  agreement  betwixt 
the  French  and  English  Church  upon  the  chief  points  con- 
troverted, that  may  perhaps  induce  them  to  lay  aside  their 
prejudices  and  mistakes,  and  return  to  their  ancient  com- 
munion again,  from  which,  if  the  French  Church  may  be  al- 
lowed to  be  judge,  they  have  unreasonably  departed.  The 
business  of-lay-communion  I  have  not  very  much  insisted 
on,  because  that  dispute  seems  to  be  almost  at  an  end :  it 
being  confest  by  dissenters  themselves,  as  well  in  their 
writings  as  practice  upon  some  occasions,  that  lay-com- 
munion with  the  Church  of  England  is  not  unlawful.  But 
that,  which  is  now  chiefly  pretended  to  keep  up  the  present 
unhappy  separation,  is  the  difficulty  of  clerical  communion  ; 
that  is,  the  hard  terms  and  conditions,  which  are  required  of 
those  that  are  to  enter  into  the  ministry :  I  have  therefore 
more  industriously  all  along  in  this  discourse  set  myself  to 
examine  these ;  and  by  stating  things  exactly,  made  it  ap- 
pear, that  the  terms  of  clerical  communion  are  not  more 
difficult  in  the  English  Church,  than  they  are  in  the  re- 
formed Church  of  France :  and  that  if  dissenters  will  allow 
themselves  to  be  determined  and  concluded  either  by  the 
opinion  and  judgment,  or  the  synodical  rules  and  discipline 
of  the  French  Church,  they  ought  to  submit  to  the  settled 


rales  and  oiden  of  the  EDg^lish  Chnrob,  uid  pot  ui  end  to 
th«  presoDt  •qnmlioo.  The  misohieft  of  dninon  «re  to  ap- 
ptrantly  gnat  mad  duifenMU  at  thin  juactnre,  that  thef  w91 
aaUionie  any  nuui  to  crffer  an  argnmeot  in  a  rational  and 
peaceable  way,  wluoh  may  (end  to  put  a  KUtp  to  them.  I  ban 
done  what  I  «ould  towatdt  this  in  tiie  preaeot  diaooarae: 
■nd  diereibre  aa  I  caniu>t  doubt  of  yoar  Grace's  fiiYonble 
acceptance  and  approbation  of  it,  so  I  wilt  presume  to  hope 
it  may  do  some  service  to  the  Chnrcb  and  disaenters  to- 
gether, in  promoting  the  great  ends  of  unity  and  peace, 
wbich  is  the  only  thing  umed  at  therein  by  him,  who  is, 
.  With  all  doe  obsemnoe. 
Your  Grace's  DKWt  obedient  Servant, 

JOSEPH  BINGHAM. 


THE  PREFACE. 


That  which  first  put  me  upon  compiling  this  work,  and 
furnished  me  with  the  principal  part  of  the  materials  for  it^ 
was  the  perusal  of  a  book  entitled,  Synodicon  in  Oallia  re- 
farmata^  or.  The  Acts,  Decrees,  and  Canons  of  the  National 
Councils  of  the  reformed  Churches  in  France ;  published  in 
two  volumes  in  folio,  Lond.  1692.  by  one  Mr.  John  Quick, 
who  styles  himself  a  minister  of  the  Gospel ;  that  is,  as  he 
elsewhere  owns  himself  to  be,  a  dissenting  minister  among 
the  presbyterians.     I  was  the  more   inclined  to   make  a 
curious  search  into   these  Synods^  because  the  title  page 
tells  us,  the  whole  was  collected  out  of  the  original  manu- 
script acts  of  those  Synods ;  being  a  work  never  before 
extant  in  any  language ;  and  that  therein  were  contained 
many    excellent    expedients    for   preventing  and    healing 
Schisms  in  the  Churches,  and  for  re-uniting  the  dismembered 
body  of  divided  protestants.  1  considered  that  there  never  was 
greater  occasion  for  such  expedients,  than  at  this  present 
juncture;  and  that  if  these  Synods  afforded  any  such  ex- 
pedients, they  were  likely  to  weigh  as  much  with  dissenters, 
especially  those  of  the   presbyterian   party,  as  any   other 
arguments:   considering   1st,     That  they  themselves ' have 
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Inael :  I  could  easily  be  content  to  sacrifice  any  interest  of 
my  own,  to  re-unite  dissenters  into  one  communion ;  but  I 
cannot  sacrifice  truth  to  any  interest  or  design  though  never 
to  peaceable,  without    forfeiting  the  other   part  of   the 
ciiafacter^  of  being  faithful  also.    It  is  required  in  stewards, 
tliatthey  be  found  feithful ;  and  I  hope  I  have  answered  this 
diaracter,  both  in  the  general  design  of  thelse  collections 
tod  the  particular  use  and  application  of  them.     I  am  not 
sensible  that  I  have  quoted  any  one  passage  wrong,  or  mis- 
tpplied  it  to  a  wrong  use.     In  citing  the  Synods  I  keep  as 
near  as  may  be   to  Mr.  Quick's  translation;  and  for  the 
other  French  authors  I  use,  I  quote  their  words  from  the 
tathors  themselves,  and  in  their  sense,  to  the  best  of  my  un- 
derstanding.    1  have  also  purposely  avoided  all  personal 
reflections   in  speaking  of  adversaries ;  and  never  pursued 
their  character,  but  only  their  arguments  and  their  cause. 
The  principal  person,  whom  I  take  objections  from,  and 
answer  them,  upon  the  principles  and  grounds  of  the  French 
Church,  is  Mr.  Baxter,  in  one  of  his  last  books,  entitled, 
English  Nonconformity,   as   under  K.  Charles  II.  and   K. 
James  II.  stated  and  argued.  4 to.  Lon.  1689.  where  he  has 
summed   up  the   principal  reasons  of  their  nonconformity. 
To  these  I  return  answers,  either  from  the  French  Synods, 
or  their  most  approved  writers,  as  the  subject  requires ;  and 
having  competently  satisfied  them,  if  there  be  any  other  ob- 
jections not  here  answered  in  this  book,  it  may  be  presumed 
from  the  specimen  I  have  given,  that  they  are  capable  of 
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g^ood  answers  upon  the  same   grounds,  and  may  be  r 
subject  of  further  enquiry,  according  as  men  are  disposedF^ 
seek  for  satisfaction.  ? 

Meanwhile  I  heartily  pray  to  God  to  ejive  all  men  son 
thoughts,  and  seasonable  consideration^  to  perceive  in  ti^ 
whither  our  divisions  tend ;  lest,  as  King  James  once  to 
the  French  Church,  the  sparks  of  dissention  inflame  us  i^" 
such  a  schism,  as  will  consume  us  all.     For  there  is 
enemy  that  makes  his  advantage  of  these  our  divisions, 
perhaps  secretly  instigtites  and  encourages  them,  who  hi 
the  very  name  and  profession  of  the  Protestant  religion 
general. 

If  it  be  said,  that  it  concerns  the  Church  of  England  ^ 
prevent  this  danger,  as  much  as  the  dissenters  ;  I  freely  ovi 
it,  and  say,  he  is  no  true  Churchman,  nor  true  Protestaa 
who  will  not  contribute  his  utmost  endeavour  toward  it :  bl 
then  I  cannot  think  the  true  method  of  preventing  oi 
dangers,  is  to  make  such  concessions  to  dissenters,  as  wi 
shake  or  destroy  the  present  constitution;  but  to  reasc 
them  into  union  upon  such  principles  as  are  common  to  a 
the  Churches  of  the  reformation :  for  such  principles  ai 
doubtless  both  the  most  proper,  and  most  secure  method  < 

uniting  and  preserving  us  against  the  common  enemy,  an 
consequently  not  only  the  most  reasonable,  but  the  moi 
seasonable  method  also :  and  those  are  the  only  principle 
I  have  insisted  on  in  this  discourse. 

Now  if  an  union  could  once  happily  be  effected  upon  lb 
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there  were  but  a  fair  prospect  and  tendency  towards 
perhaps  it  might  become  the  wisdom  of  our  eccle- 
Synods  to  consider,  when  they  could  do  it  freely,  and 
any  danger  to  the  constitution,  whether  there  be 
lolete  forms,  or  expressions,  or  rubricks,  rules  and 
which  might  be  more  adapted  to  the  present  state 
nmstances  of  the  Church.  But  as  this  is  none  of  my 
,  so  I  intermeddle  not  in  it,  but  leave  it  to  the  wis- 
1  discretion  of  our  superiors  legally  assembled,  and 
itly   authorized   to   proceed  upon    so   important  an 
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That  he  would  have  brought  public  Absolution  into  Use 
in  the  Church  of  Geneva,  but  could  not.  That  both 
kneeling  and  standing  in  Divine  Service,  are  Postures 
in  Use  mthe  French  Church, 

CHAP.  X. 

That  the  French  Church  esteems  the  Lord's  Prayer  a  Form 
of  Prayer,  and  as  such  frequently  uses  it  in  Divine 
Service. 

CHAP.  XI. 

Of  the  Use  of  the  Apostolical  Creed  in  the  French  Church : 
that  it  is  usea  both  in  their  Ordinary  Prayers,  and 
Forms  of  Baptism. 


CONTBNTS.  Xxi 

CHAP.  XII. 

Thai  the  French  Church  approves  of  the  Athanasian  Creed, 
and  requires  Assent  and  Consent  unto  it,  notuntk- 
standing  the  pretended  Damnatory  clauses  in  it. 

CHAP.  xni. 

T%ai  the  French  Church  does  not  condemn  kneeling  at  the 
reception  of  the  Eucharist,  nor  administer  it  to 
persons  sitting,  but  requires  all  Communicants  to  receive 
it  in  a  different  Posture,  viz.  standing  singly  before  the 
Communion  Table,  That  she  denies  sitting  to  be  the 
Posture  in  which  Christ  celebrated  the  First  Supper ; 
and  thinks  every  Church  is  at  liberty  to  use  what  PoS' 
ture  she  thinks  most  convenient. 

CHAP.  XIV. 

Tkai  ike  French  Church  thinks  it  lawful  to  oblige  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  Church  to  frequent  Communion,  under  pain 
of  Excommunication. 

CHAP.  XV. 

Thai  the  French  Church  uses  a  form  of  Words  at  the  deli- 
very  of  the  Sacrament,  and  obliges  every  Communicant 
ordinarily  to  receive  it  only  from  the  Hands  of  the 
Minister. 

CHAP.  XVI. 

Of  the  Doxology  in  the  Communion  Office,  which  speaks  of 
Archangels  in  Heaven ;  and  the  vanity  of  those  who 
except  against  it. 

CHAP.  XVII. 

TTiat  the  French  Church  does  not  condemn  the  Use  of  the 
Sign  of  the  Cross  in  Baptism  ;  and  that  she  enjoins 
several  Things  of  the  like  Nature. 

CHAP.  XVIII. 

Of  the  saving  generation  of  Infants,  that  it  is  a  Doctrine  of 
the  French  Church,  as  much  as  the  Church  of  Eng^ 
land. 

CHAP.  XIX. 

That  the  Church  of  England  admits  of  none  to  be  baptized, 
but  such  as  are  allowed  Baptism  also  in  the  French 
Church. 
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CHAP.  X. 

Of  ike  49/A  Canon^  which  forbids  Ministers^  who  are  not 
Licensed  Preachers,  to  expound  the  Scripture. 

CHAP.  XI. 

Of  the  65rA  Canon,  which  speaks  ^Prayer  before  Sermon  ; 
and  the  blth  which  forbids  Persons  to  oo  for  Baptism 
and  Communion  from  their  own  Parish  Churches,  be- 
cause their  own  minister  is  not  a  preacher. 

CHAP.  xn. 

Of  the  5Sth  Canon,  which  treats  of  the  Surplice  and  Hood. 
And  the  6bth,  which  requires  Ministers  to  denounce 
Recusants  and  other  Excommunicate  Persons  solemnly 
in  the  Church  every  Six  Months.  Also  of  the  68th 
Canon  about  Baptizing  and  Burying. 

CHAP.  XHL 

Of  the  72d  Canon,  which  forbids  Ministers  to  appoint  Public 
or  private  Fasts,  or  to  exercise  Demoniacks,  unless  they 
have  special  License  from  the  Bishop :  that  the  same  rule 
is  observed  in  effect  tn  the  French  Church. 

CHAP.  XIV. 

Of  the  respect  paid  to  National  Synods  in  the  French  Church, 
and  that  it  is  greater  than  is  required  by  the  I39th  Canon 
of  the  Church  of  England.  Also  of  the  two  last  Canons, 
and  Mr.  Baxter^s  Reproach  of  the  Church  for  the  Number 
of  her  Cations,  because  they  are  141. 

CHAP.  XV. 

That  the  French  Church  allows  of  Communion  with  the  Lu- 
theran Churches  (which  are  more  liable  to  Exception  than 
the  Church  of  England)  upon  this  Principle,  that  all  de- 
fects and  inconveniences  which  are  not  our  sins,  are  to  be 
borne  with,  rather  than  we  should  make  a  Schism  in  the 
Church. 

THE    CONCLUSION. 

Containing  a  Serious  Address  to  Dissenters,  and  the  Refugees 
of  the  French  Church,  to  join  in  constant  and  full  Com- 
munion with  the  Church  of  England. 
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FRENCH   CHURCH'S   APOLOGY 

FOR  THE 

CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND. 


BOOK  I. 

OF  THE  GENERAL  RULES  AND  EXPEDIENTS  FOR 
PRESERYINO  THE  UNITY  AND  PEACE  OF  THE 
CHURCH ;  SHEWING,  THAT  THE  SAME  METHODS 
ARE  USED  IN  THE  FRENCH  CHURCH,  IN  ORDER 
TO  THIS  END,  THAT  ARE  USED  IN  THE  CHURCH 
OF  ENGLAND. 


CHAP  I. 

Of  the  Use  and  Expediency  of  Ecclesiastical  Synods^  to 
preserve  the  Unity  and  Peace  of  the  Church ;  and  of  the 
contrary  Principles  of  Latitudinarians  and  Indepen- 
dents,  condemned  by  the  French  Church, 

Whbn  we  discourse  of  the  unity  and  peace  of  the 
Church  in  general,  there  are  none,  who  call  themselves 
Christians,  of  any  denomination  whatsoever,  but  will  readily 
acknowledge  both  themselves  and  others  to  be  under  an 
obligation  to  preserve  **  the  unity  of  the  Spirit  in  the  bond  of 
peace  f '  but  when  we  descend  to  particular  enquiries,  about 
the  proper  methods  and  expedients  to  preserve  this  unity ; 
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here  it  is,  that  difference  arises,  and  men  are  unaccountably 
divided  in  their  sentiments  from  one  another. 

The  Church  of  England,  as  appears  both  from  her  consti- 
tution and  practice,  has  generally  thought  the  free  use  of 
Ecclesiastical  Synods  one  good  expedient  for  preserving 
miity :  another  has  been  the  obligation  arising  eidier  from 
Toyal  injunctions,  or  canons,  or  acts  of  uniformity :  a  third,  the 
obligation  of  subscriptions,  and  oaths  in  some  certain 
cases:  a  fourth,  the  censuring  and  silencing  non-confor- 
mists, and  prohibiting  separate  assemblies:  a  fifth,  the 
denying  separatists,  ihe  privilege  of  occasional  communion : 
with  some  others  of  the  like  nature. 

Now  these  are  commonly  cried  out  against,  as  arbitrary 
and  tyrannical  proceedings  in  the  Church,  by  those  who  are 
of  different  sentiments,  or  different  interests  from  her  ;  as  if 
these  methods  were  but  so  many  encroachments  upon  the 
rights  4uid  privileges  of  Englishmen,  and  the  aingular 
unparalleled  impositions  of  the  Church  of  England.  But 
if  we  can  shew,  that  these  methods  ar^not  so  peculiar  to 
the  CSiureh  of  England,  but  that  the  very  same  methods 
have  ever  been  most  strictly  observed  and  practiced  in  the 
reformed  Church  of  France ;  then  at  least  the  'ditfrge  of 
singularity  will  vanish,  and  either  the  fkiglish  CSkuKlh  be 
justified,  or  the  French  Church  involved  in  the  same  accu- 
sations. I  will  therefore  compare  the  practice  of  the  two 
Churches  npon  these  heads  in  this  book,  beginning  vrith 
the  free  use  of  Ecclesiastical  Synods,  which  is  the  first 
expedient  for  preserving  unity. 

Some  there  are^  who  resolve  all  Church-power  into  con- 
gregational assemblies,  and  deny  not  only  the  authority  of 
Synods  in  determinii^g  controversies  of  faith,  1>ut  even  dieir 
power  to  decree  any  thing  that  concerns  external  order  and 
disapline.  This  I  take  to  be  the  avowed  doctrine  of  the 
independents.  Others  say,  they  do  not  think  all  ^jqaods 
simply  unlawful ;  but  yet  it  is  plain  by  their  sly  insinuations 
and  scandalous  reflections  on  the  .practice  of  the  whole 
Catholic  Church,  that  they  intend  to  signify  so  much:  for 
they  say,  *^  It  may  reasonably  be  doubted,  whether  evjsr 
the  Church  bad  such  happy  times,  as  that  all  the  conditions 
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Tequistlc  in  a  Iruo  ChriBtian  Synod,  wore  ever  obscrTeil  in 
any  one  Synod,  oxcejit  that  of  the  Apostles ;  and  conee* 
fluently  whethcT  Synods  have  not  done  more  harm  than  good 
to  the  Church ;  as  the  history  of  all  Synods  does  manifestly 
declare:  and  that  it  had  been  better  for  the  Church,  if  there 
nerer  bad  been  any  Synod  called  to  decide  any  conIrovcrBi(>8 
of  £iith/'  So  Liroborch,*  and  others  who  follow  his  Lati- 
tndinarian  principles,  with  no  other  design  but  to  establish 
their  own  errors,  by  enervating  and  disgracing  that  autho- 
rity, which  of  all  others  was  moBt  likely  to  give  a  check 
to  them. 

My  business  at  present  is  not  with  this,  or  any  other 
foreign  divine;  though  I  could  not  but  take  notice  of  this 
passage  tn  Iransilu ;  and  perhaps  it  may  provoke  some 
abler  hand  to  examine  his  chapter  de  Synodis,  and  lay  open 
his  fallacious  reasonings  in  it.  The  only  persons  I  am  con- 
cerned with  here,  arc  those  among  ourselves,  who  chal- 
lenge the  Church  of  England  of  usurpation,  for  using  her 
Synodical  power  as  an  expedient  to  preserve  her  own  peace. 
Now  if  this  be  any  crime,  it  i«  much  more  imputable  to  the 
Church  of  France,  who  reckon  their  Synods  the  main  pre- 
servatives of  union  and  concord  against  heresies  and 
schisms ;  and  expressly  condemn  the  principles  of  indepen- 
dency, which  tend  to  undermine  the  authority  of  them. 
Their  book  of  discipline  (which,  I  shall  shew,  all  ministers 
by  their  subscription  and  oath  are  obliged  to  observe)  has 
this  Canon:  cap.  6,  art.  5.  "  Ministers  shall  inform  their 
chardiefl,  that  oateGclesiaBdcal  assemblies  of  Colloquies  and 
j^vods,  whether  provincial  or  national,  are  the  bands  and 
baBroiiOB  of  their  concord  and  union  against  schisma, 
herMBM,  and  all  other  inconveniences ;  that  so  they  may 
iHfrhnrgn  titek  daty  in  the  use  of  means  for  the  continuance 
imI  nphdding  of  those  ecclesiastical  assemblies." 

Their  very  practice  proves  the  sense  they  had  of  the 
Btrfplneaa  of  them.  For  they  had  no  less  than  twenty 
niM  Nadonal  Synods  in  less  than  the  space  of  an  hundred 
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years ;  besides  Provincial  Synods  yearly  in  every  province^ 
where  appeals  were  made^  all  causes  heard,  controversies 
decided,  heresies  and  schisms  nipped  in  the  bud,  and  neces- 
sary rules  and  canons  made  for  the  well-being  and  govern- 
ment of  the  Church. 

As  to  the  contrary  principles  of  the  independents,  none 
can  express  themselves  more  zealously  against  them,  than 
both  their  private  writers  and  Public  Synods  do.  Monsieur 
Daille  in  his  answer  to  Adam  and  Cottiby,  having  occamon 
to  speak  of  them  by  name,  says,  **  They  were  a  novel  sect 
never  heard  of  before  by  our  forefathers  or  us,  whose  per- 
nicious maxims  several  of  our  writers  have  publicly  refuted ; 
being  such  as  would  utterly  subvert  the  whole  order  of  our 
churches,  as  well  as  the  kingdoms  and  estates  of  the  world/* 
Replique  &  Messieurs  Adam  and  Cottiby.  Par.  ii.  c.  81. 
p.  127. 

He  says  also  in  the  title  of  the  chapter,  '*  We  are  re- 
proached for  dethroning  kings,  and  putting  them  to  death 
by  form  of  justice :  but  our  answer  is,  that  this  is  a  mere 
calumny  of  Mr  CotUby^s,  who  falsely  imputes  to  us  the 
action  of  some  factious  persons  in  England,  wherein  we  bad 
no  concern  ;  and  who  are  of  a  religion  also,  which  we  do 
not  in  any  wise  acknowledge. 

By  this  it  is  evident,  they  not  only  disavowed  those  state 
principles  of  the  independents,  which  led  them  to  put  the 
king  to  death  by  form  of  justice,  but  also  their  anti-Synodi- 
cal  principles,  which  tend  to  bring  disorder  and  confusion 
into  the  Church. 

And  that  it  was  so  appears  yet  more  evidently  from  an 
express  Canon  of  the  whole  French  Church,  made  against 
,  the  independents  by  name,  in  the  3d  Synod  of  Charenton, 
1644.  as  soon  as  ever  the  name  began  to  be  known  among 
them.  '*  Upon  report  made  by  certain  deputies  of  the 
maritime  provinces,  that  there  do  arrive  unto  them  horn 
other  countries,  certain  persons  going  by  the  name  of  inde- 
pendents, and  so  called ;  for  that  they  t^ach  that  every  par- 
ticular  church  should  of  right  be  governed  by  its  own  laws 
without  any  dependency  or  subordination  unto  any  person 
whatsoever  in  ecclesiastical  matters;   and  without  being 
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obliged  to  own  or  ackonwledge  the  authority  of  clasRes  or 
SyDods  in  matter!!  of  discipline  and  order  ;  and  that  they  set- 
tle their  dwellings  in  this  kingdom  :  a  thing-  of  great  and 
dangerous  consequence,  if  not  in  time  carefully  preiented. 
Tliiii  assembly  fearing,  lest  the  contagion  of  this  poison 
ihouM  diffuse  itself  insonxibly,  and  bring  in  with  it  a 
•rorld  of  disorders  and  confusions  upon  us;  and  judging 
the  said  sect  of  independentiam  not  only  prejudicial  to  the 
Oiurch  of  God  (because  as  much  as  in  it  lieth.  il  doth 
u"her  in  confusion,  and  opens  a  door  to  all  kinds  of  singu- 
larities, irregularities,  and  extravagancies  ;  and  barreth  the 
use  of  those  means,  which  would  most  effectually  prevent 
Ihem)  but  also  is  most  dangerous  to  the  civil  slate  ;  for  in 
case  it  should  prevaU  and  gain  ground  among  us,  it  would 
form  as  many  religions  as  there  be  pari»ihes  and  distinct 
particuJar  assemblies  among  us.  AH  the  provinces  therefore 
are  enjoined,  but  more  especially  those  which  border  upon 
the  sea,  to  be  exceeding  careful,  that  this  evil  do  not  get 
footing  in  this  kingdom  ;  that  so  peace  and  uniformity  in 
religion  and  discipline  may  be  preserved  inviolably,  and 
nothing  may  be  innovated  or  changed  among  us,  which 
may  in  any  wise  derogate  from  that  duty  and  service  which 
we  owe  to  God  and  the  king."  Synod  of  CbarentOD,  1644. 
cap.  ni  art.  9. 


Vmfortnily  required  by  the  Churck  of  Prance  as  well  a* 
the  Church  of  England. 

It  appears  from  the  foregoing  Canon,  that  among  other 
reasons  which  the  Synod  assigns  against  independency,  this 
was  none  of  the  least  cODsiderable  in  their  opinion,  that  it 
was  likely  to  divide  the  Church  into  several  sects,  and 
destroy  that  peace  and  uniformity  in  religion  and  discipline 
which  they  think  ought  to  be  preserved  in  every  National 
Chnrcb.     And  this  one  thing  were  enough  to  give  us  their 
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jadgmeni  on  this  poiDt>  whether  the  governors  of  a  Church 
may  not  lawfully  exact  uniformity  in  Divine  worship  from 
all  those  who  are  professed  members  of  it  ?  But  besides 
this,  which  is  only  spoken  by  the  by  in  this  canon  against 
independents,  the  Synods  are  very  frequent  and  express  in 
requiring  and  enjoining  uniformity  both  in  minister  and 
people  in  all  their  churches. 

To  this  purpose  we  find  a  Canon  in  the  Synod  oCOrleanee» 
1562>  cap.  iii.  art.  4.  '*  Whereas  our  brodiw,  the  Minister 
of  Varennes,  doth  usually  administer  the  Lord's  Supper 
every  month,  the  Council  doth  advise  our  brother  of  Mon^ 
mejor,  to  admonish  him,  in  the  CounciFs  name,  to  follow 
the  general  practice  of  our  churches ;  that  so  there  may 
be  no  diversity  among  us^  and  our  uniformity  may  be  pre- 
served.*' It  seems  they  had  so  great  a  regard  for  uni- 
formity,  that  they  thought  a  singular  practice  even  in  a 
good  thing ;  viz.  holding  monthly  communions,  oogfat  to 
give  way  to  it:  which  is  something  more  than  ever  the 
Church  of  England  used  her  authority  to  require. 

The  Synod  of  Gap,  1603,  cap.  iii.  art  2,  *^  commands  all 
the  churches  to  observe  one  and  the  same  form  in  ordina- 
tion of  pastors ;  by  which  the  person  to  l^  ordained  shall, 
during  that  action,  be  humbly  on  his  knees,''  &c. 

And  in  the  4th  and  dth  articles  of  the  same  chapter, 
suspension  is  threatened  to  all  preachers,  who  refuse  to  con- 
form themselves  to  the  established  order  about  preaching 
and  catechising. 

The  Synod  of  St.  Maixant,  1 609|  made  several  decrees  of  the 
same  import.  As  that,  cap.  iii.  art.  1,  '^  It  being  represented, 
that  the  different  courses  taken  in  divers  provinces,  about 
the  choice,  examination,  and  ordination  of  ministers,  brought 
with  it  a  world  of  inconveniences :  this  Synod  judgeth  it 
exceeding  needful  to  establish  an  express  canon,  to  be  ob- 
served exactly,  universally  and  uniformly,  by  all  the  pro- 
vinces.*^ Accordingly,  they  made  a  canon ;  which  is  there 
recited,  and  inserted  into  the  body  of  their  ecclesiastical 
discipline,  cap.  i.  art.  4  and  5,  which  they  are  all  sworn  to 
observe. 

The  same  Synod  appointed  a  form  of  prayer,  to  be  used 
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at  ordinslion ;  and  adds,  in  the  conclusion  of  all,  "  Tfais 
canon  and  fonn  shall  be  unanimously  observed  by  all  the 
provinces."     Ibid.  cap.  3,  art.  4. 

So  again,  cap.  iii.  art.  8.  Giving  orders  about  several 
other  matters,  the  close  is,  "  If  any  province  act  otherwise, 
tli«y  are  enjoined  for  the  future  to  conform  to  this  order." 

Particularly,  about  the  sacramcfit.  of  the  Lord's  Supper, 
cap.  vi,  art.  14,  "  That  hereafter  there  may  be  a  g-enorai 
uniformity  in  (he  churches  of  this  kingdom,  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Lord's  Supper;  and  all  scruples  (by  reason 
of  difference  and  singularity)  arising  in  weak  but  honest- 
hearts,  ioi^pabte  of  distinguishtDg  between  the  substance 
and  eirouiDStonce  of  the  sacred  action,  may  be  prevented  ; 
all  pastors  ore  enjoined  to  abstain  from  any  new  or  private 
methods  of  their  own ;  as  of  reading  the  words  of  institu- 
tion between  the  ordinary  lon^  prayer^  and  that  appointed 
poriicularly  for  this  Sacrament,  which  ought  indeed  tu  be 
read  aflor :  nor  shall  they  uncover  the  bread  and  wine  whilst 
they  lead  the  words  of  institution :  nor  shall  they  bring  tha 
people  up  ia  ranks  unto  the  table,  there  to  sit  or  stand ;  but 
make  them  como  up  one  by  one  unto  it:  nor  shall  the  cup 
be  given  by  the  faithful,  one  to  another;  it  being  contrary 
to  the  express  letter  of  a  canon  of  our  discipline,  which  or- 
deretfa  pMtors  to  deliver  it,"  &c. 

Tb«ae  are  some  few  of  those  Cbdodb,  whidi  expresaly 
lequseiniifonDityiD  the  French  Ghurebea:  but  I.  must  tran- 
■cribe  their  whole  doctrine,  discipline,  liturgy,  and  can'ona 
o£  DO  leas  than  twenty-nine  National  Synods,  should  I  pro- 
dace  all  that  might  be  alleged  under  this  head  out  of  them : 
for  creiy  canon  and  constitution  among  them,  runs  in  a 
fl^le  f^  authority,  and  requires  submission  and  obedienoe, 
both  in  ministers  and  people,  to  whatever  is  prescribed  by 
ibaiii ;  aa  any  one  that  peruses  them,  wilt  easily  peroeive. 
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CHAP.  III. 

Subseripiian  and  Oaihs  required  in  the  French  Ckurek, 
more  than  in  the  Church  of  England. 

As  to  what  concerns  the  ministry  in  particular,  I  lia¥e 
this  thing  further  to  observe,  that  diey  are  obliged  to  con- 
formity and  uniformity,  not  only  by  die  bare  authority  of 
their  Synods  and  Canons,  but  also  by  many  personal  obliga- 
tions of  subscriptions  and  oaths,  which  all  persons  make  at 
their  entrance  on  the  ministry,  and  frequently  repeat  in  their 
Synodical  meetings,  and  on  many  other  occasions. ' 

One  of  the  Canons  of  their  book  of  discipline  is  this : 
^*  Our  confession  of  faith  and  Church  discipline,  shall  be 
subscribed  by  such  as  are  chosen  into  the  ministry,  both  in 
the  churches  in  which  they  are  ordained,  and  in  those  unto 
which  they  are  sent.  Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  i.  art.  0 
and  21. 

The  same  is  required  by  the  canons  of  their  national 
Synods  of  Orleance,  1562,  cap.  2,  art  2.  Rochel,  1571, 
cap.  3,  art.  5.    Privas,  1612,  cap.  iv.  art  2. 

It  is  exacted  also  of  all  regents  and  masters  of  schools, 
by  their  Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  ii.  art.  2 ;  and  by  the  Synod 
of  Alez,  1620,  cap.  5,  art  11. 

As  also  of  all  Doctors  and  Professors  of  Divinity  in  their 
Universities.  See  the  Discipline,  cap.  ii.  art.  3.  Synod  of 
Nisraes,  1572,  cap.  iii.  art  15.  Synod  of  Gap,  1603,  cap. 
iii.  art  7. 

All  Elders  and  Deacons  are  obliged  to  make  the  same 
subscription  at  their  ordination.  Synod  of  Vertuel,  1567, 
cap.  iii.  art  17.     Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  iii.  art.  1. 

And  in  some  cases  it  was  required  of  private  persons ;  as 
appears  from  a  Canon  of  the  Synod  of  Alez,  1620,  cap.  v. 
art.  12.  Where  the  question  being  moved,  '*  Whether  a 
person  that  was  never  called  to  the  office  of  an  elder,  might 
warrantably   read  the  Word  of   God  and   the   Common 
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Pkmyers unto  the  CSburdi,  in  the  nuBurler's  abtenoe;  espe- 
citlly  in  letfer  ohufohes  whioh  have  no  consistoriefl,  nor 
any  penons  fit  to  read  1  It  was  answered  by  the  Synod, 
diat  the  CSonaiatory  had  full  liberty  to  ohooee  any  peraon, 
ivhom  it  oonceiTed  meet,  to  read  the  Scriptures  and  Prayers, 
altbongii  he  be  not  in  the  eldership,  provided  be  be  of  snf- 
fioimt  years  and  nnblameable  life ;  and  that  be  have  sub- 
scribed die  Cmifesdon  of  Faith  and  Church  Discipline/* 

Bnt  in  di«r  National  Synods,  the  custom  was  for  the 
dep«liea  of  die  provmces,  not  only  to  subscribe  the  Con-' 
fsssioe  of  Faith  and  Church  Discipline,  but  also  to  swear 
to  Aeas.  Thosin  dieSynodofSaomur,  1506,  cap. iL art  1, 
**  The  Confession  of  Faith  was  read,  approved,  nod  sworn 
to  by  afl  die  deputies  of  diis  present  Synod ;  and  the  Dis- 
oiplme  cf  our  CSiurch  being  read,  all  the  deputies  approved 
it,  and  eirore  to  see  it  carefully  observed.''    Ibid.  cap.  iii. 

So  again  in  the  Synod  of  Gergeau,  1601,  cap.  iL  art  8, 
**  Hie  Confession  of  Faith  bebg  read,  the  pasiors  and  eldOTS 
dU  all  mianiniously  protest  to  live  and  die  in  the  said  con- 
fession. And  cap.  iiL  art  50,  the  pastors  and  elders  de- 
puted from  the  provinces  unto  this  assembly,  have  sworn 
and  protested  in  the  name  of  their  provinces,  to  cause  the 
discipline  ordained  by  this  Synod  to  be  used  and  observed 
to  the  utmost  of  their  power/' 

In  the  second  Synod  of  Vitre,  1617,  cap.  3,  *'  The  Con- 
fession of  Faith  of  these  Reformed  Churches,  in  the  king- 
dom of  Fmnce,  was  read  word  by  word  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end,  and  approved  in  all  its  articles  by  all  the  depu- 
ties, as  well  for  themselves  as  for  their  provinces  that  sent 
them ;  and  all  of  them  swore  for  themselves  and  provinces, 
that  they  would  teach  and  preach  it ;  because  they  believed 
that  it  did  perfectly  agree  with  the  Word  of  God ;  and  they 
would  use  their  best  endeavour,  that  as  it  had  been  hitherto 
BO  it  should  be  evermore  received  and  taught  in  their 
diurches  and  provinces."' 

The  like  form  of  subscription  and  oath  occurs  in  most  of  the 
other  national  Synods.   As  that  of  Rochel,  1571 .  Gap,  1603. 
StMaixant,  1600.  Tonneins,  1614.    Alez,  1620.   Charenton 
1623.     Castres,  1 626.     Alanson,  1 637.  and  Loudun,  1 659. 
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,  I  observe  fiuther,  that  they  not  oftly  sabwribe  the  book 
of  articles  and  difioipline,  but  also  promise  to*  approve  and 
submit  to  the  decrees  and  resolutions  of  their  National' 
Synods,  even  before  ihey  are- made.  For  diaif  letAera  of 
deputatioiiy  which  the  provinces  giv^  to  their  vespectnre  de«^ 
puties^  when  they  send  them  in  their  name  to  represenllhett 
in  a  National  Synod,  do  always  regfularly  contMn  a  cbwise 
promising  approbation  and  suhmission  to  tfie  decrees  ef  the 
Synod.  Therefore  in  the  second  Synod  o£  Rochel,  1607. 
cap  i.  it  being'  observed  in  reading  die  letters  of  depataiioii, 
that  those  of  certain  provinces  wanted  that  oiaose^  which 
promised  approbation  and  snbnission  to  the  decreea  and 
reaohitionaof  the  Synod;  they  were  thereupon^  admonished 
in  no  wise  for  the  future  to  omit  it  The  Kke  admonition 
waa  given  in  the  Synod  of  Tonneins,  1614.  cap.  iL  And,  to 
cut  off  all  disputes  that  might  arise .  about  Ab'  diflbient 
wording  this  form  of  submission,  the  second  Sgpiod  of 
Vitre,  1617.  cap^  ii.  art  1.  agreed  upon  a  precisci  fom  of 
viFords ;  which  they  ordered  to  be  inserted  into  the  lettess  of 
commission,  given  to  the  deputies  o£  each  province :  ^  we 
ptomise  before  God  to  subnut  ourselves  to  ajl  that  shall  be 
concluded  and  determined  in  your  holy  assembly,  to  obey 
and  execute  it  to  the  utmost  of  out  power ;  being  persuadt* 
ed  that  God  will  preside  among  you^  and  lead  you  by  his 
Holy  Spirit  into  all  truth  and  equity  by  the  rule  of  his  wow), 
for  the  good  and  edification  of  his  Church,  &c.''  And  this 
form  was  required  and  insisted  on  by  the  next  Natimial  Synod 
of  Alez,  1920k  cap.  i.  art  16i  and  never  cancelled  or  revoked 
by  any  of  the  following  Synoda.  Now  I  believe  it  can 
hardly  be  shewn,  that  ever  any  such  form  of  subscription, 
or  oath,  was  required  by  the  Church  of  England* 

Yet  these  were  not  all  the  subscriptions  and  oaths  r»* 
quired  in  the  French  Church.  For,  besides  their  subscrib-' 
ing  their  own  liturgy,  confession  of  faith,  canons,  and 
discipline ;  they  were  also  obliged  to  subscribe  and  swear 
to  the  decrees  of  the  Synod  <^  Dort,  by  their  two  gpeat 
National  Councils  of  Alez  and  Charenton.  The  form  of  the 
oath,  asitisappointedtobotakeuby  the  Synod  of  Alez,  1620. 
cap.  xii.  is  in  these  words.     '<  I,  N.  N.  do  swear  and  protest, 
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before  God  nnd  this  holy  aeseinbly,  that  1  do  receive,  ap- 
prove, and  embrace  all  the  doctrines  taught  and  decided  by 
the  Synod  of  Port,  as  perfectly  ag;roeiDg^  with  the  Word  of 
Cod,  and  the  coufesMon  of  our  Churches.  1  swear  and 
promise  to  porsGvoie  in  the  profession  of  this  doctrine  during 
my  whole  life,  and  to  defend  it  to  the  utmost  of  iny  power; 
nod  that  I  wUl  never,  neither  by  preaching,  nor  teoching, 
nor  writing,  depart  from  it.  I  declare  aUo,  that  I  condemn 
the  doctrine  of  the  Arminiuns,  because  it  makes  God's  de- 
crees of  election  to  depend  upon  the  mutable  will  of  man, 
kc  It  reduceth  into  the  Church  of  God  old  ejected  Pe- 
lagianism,  and  is  a  mask  and  vizard  for  popery  to  creep  in 
among  us  nttder  that  diNj^nise,  and  subvertcth  all  assanince 
of  everlasting  life.  And  so  may  God  hclgi  me,  and  be  pro- 
pitious nnto  mo  ^  as  1  swear  all  this  without  any  ambiguity, 
etjuirocation,  or  mental  reservation." 

The  next  Synod  of  Charenton,  1 623.  cap.  xiv.  art.  2.  en- 
joined the  same  ontb.only  with  this  dilTeieace;  that  whereas 
tbey  were  informed  by  the  king's  commissioner,  that 
it  was  a  thing  displeasing  to  him  to  oblige  any  of  his  sub- 
jects to  swear  to  any  decrees  made  in  the  city  of  Dorl,  which 
was  n  dependtince  and  member  of  a  foreign  commouwcalth  ; 
they  so  ordered  the  matter,  th»t  tlie  oath  shunid  be  turned 
uto  a  new  form,  and  taken  without  any  mention  or  refnenee 
bed  to  the  city  or  Synod  of  DorL  Hereupon  they  drew  up 
a  body  of  canons  and  decreea  in  ninety-three  articles,  ex- 
plaining and  eonfirming  the  deoreea  of  Dort ;  yet  sot  as  the 
dscraea  of  Dort,  but  aa  the  doctrine  of  the  French  Chuidi, 
eatahlidiedin  this  present  Synod,  and  inviolably  to  be  ob- 
■erred  by  all  the  Churches  and  Universities  of  the  KingdooB. 
At  the  ehwe  <^  which  there  is  this  form  of  HubscripUon  and 
oatb,  takMi  by  all  the  deputies  then  present  in  the  Synod. 
"  Wfl  pastors  and  elders,  whose  names  are  here  uodei- 
written,  deputies  for  the  reformed  Churches  of  France,  un- 
to the  national  Synod  of  Charenton,  do  declare  with  all 
possible  siiicerity,  the  articles  and  canons  above  mentiooed, 
to  be  grounded  on  the  Word  of  God,  and  agreeable  to  the 
coBfeenou  of  faith  owned  and  received  in  the  reformed 
Gbnrchas  of-this  kingdom  ;  from  which,  in  the  picsence  of 
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Grod  we  do  protest,  that  through  His  Grace  we  wUl  never 
depart/' 

In  succeeding  times,  the  business  of  subscription  and 
oaths  still  grew  and  multiplied.  For  by  an  act  of  the  third 
Synod  of  Charenton,  1645.  cap.  x.  art  8.  All  persons  to 
be  ordained,  were  obliged  to  subscribe  the  confession  of 
&ith,  the  liturgy  of  the  Church,  and  the  canons  of  Alez, 
Charenton,  and  Alenson,  and  the  act  of  that  present  Synod. 

If  now  we  inquire,  why  all  this  caution  and  strictness 
was  used  by  the  French  Churches  1  They  themselves  tell 
us,  it  was  to  keep  unity  and  peace  among  them.  **  That  a 
strict  conformity  may  be  upheld  among  us/*  says  their  last 
Synod  of  Loudun,  1659.  cap.  x.  art  25.  ^'  all  classes  and  Pro- 
vincial Synods,  when  they  receive  proposants  into  the  minis- 
try, shall  not  use,  with  respect  to  these  points,  any  particular 
forms ;  but  oblige  them  only  to  sign  and  swear  to  our  Con- 
fession of  Faith  and  Church-discipline,  and  protest  with 
hands  lifted  up  unto  heaven,  calling  God  to  witness  upon 
their  souls,  that  they  do  reject  all  errors  rejected  by  the  de- 
crees of  those  national  Syoods  of  Alanson  and  Charenton, 
about  the  doctrine  of  predestination,  and  grace,  &o.*' 

The  Synod  of  Privas  assigns  the  same  reason  for  drawing 
up  that  solemn  oath,  which  they  call  the  oath  of  Uni<m,  to 
be  taken  by  all  the  deputies  in  the  national  Synods ;  the 
tenor  of  which  is  as  follows.     **  We  whose  names  are  h«re 

subscribed knowing  by  experience  that  notbii|g  is 

more  necessary  to  preserve  the  peace  and  welfare  of  the 
Church,  that  an  holy  union  and  concord,  both  in  doctrine 
and  discipline,  and  their  dependencies ;  and  that  the  said 
churches  cannot  long  subsist  without  an  intimate  union  and 
conjunction  one  with  another ; — ^we  have  in  the  name  of  all 
our  churches,  sworn,  and  protested  to  remain  inseparably 
united  in  that  confession  of  faith  of  the  reformed  churches 
of  this  kingdom,  read  in  this  Synod ;  swearing  not  only  in 
our  own  name,  but  also  in  the  respective  names  of  all  the 
churches  of  our  proviuces,  that  have  deputed  us  unto  this 
Syuod,  that  we  will  live  and  die  in  it  As  also  we  protest  in 
our  own  and  their  names,  to  keep  inviolably  that  ecclesiasti- 
cal discipline,  established  in  the  reformed  churches  of  this 
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kingdom.'*  Synod  of  Prhras,  1612.  cap.  iii.  Art  1.  Sm  alio 
the  tame  oath  repeated  in  the  Synod  of  Tonneins,  1614. 
eap.  15.  Synod  of  Vitre,  161T;  oap.  ii.  art.  6.  Synod  of 
Alfla^  16S0.  oap.  3. 


CHAP.  IV. 

■ 

89A§eripium  mare  difficult  in  the  Chwrek  of  Franeet  than 

'   tn  the  Church  of  England. 

Ivilbe  taid,  notwithstanding  all  this,  that  subscription  in 
the  Ffendi  Church  is  not  so  heavy  a  burden  as  it  is  in  the 
Chmcb  of  England :  the  trial  of  this  will  depend  upon  the 
eiamination  and  comparison  of  particulars,  which  I  have 
coUeded  and  considered  in  the  following  books.  At  pre- 
sent I  observe  one  thing,  which  in  a  great  measure  takes  off 
it  once  the  main  force  of  this  objection,  and  very  much 
commends  die  moderation  of  the  Church  of  England,  that 
her  first  reformers  and  compilers  of  her  Articles  seem  indus- 
triously to  have  avoided  the  determination  of  some  points, 
and  nicer  explication  of  others,  on  purpose  to  make  sub- 
scription easy  (in  things  that  do  not  so  nearly  touch  upon 
the  foundation,)  to  men  of  different  apprehensions.  If  we 
compare  the  doctrines  of  the  French  and  English  Church 
upon  this  head,  we  shall  find  the  advantage  lies  on  the  side 
of  the  EIngliflh  in  this  respect,  that  the  French  Church  in 
her  Articles  and  Canons  requires  subscription  to  several 
things  which  are  not  required  to  be  subscribed  in  the  Church 
of  England. 

I  will  instance  in  two  or  three  points,  instead  of  many. 
Firat,  The  doctrine  of  justification  is  explained  with  much 
greater  nicety  in  the  French  Confession,  than  it  is  in  ours  ; 
and  with  such  a  nicety  as  has  occasioned  some  dispute 
among  learned  men.  For  whereas  the  eleventh  Article  of 
oar  Church  says  of  justification,  "  that  we  are  accounted 
righteous  before  God,  only  for  the  merit  of  our  Lord  and 
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Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  by  faith,  and  not  for  our  own  works  or 
deservingsf*  which  contains  the  substance  of  the  whole 
doctrine  of  justification,  and  which  any  orthodox  Christaan 
without  any  scruple  may  subscribe :  the  18th  of  the  French 
Confession  goes  much  further,  and  requires  men  to  believe, 
that  the  obedience  of  Jesus  Christ  is  imputed  to  them ; 
which  doctrine  would  not  go  down  with  Piscator  and  some 
other  German  divines,  who  asserted  that  man^s  justification 
was  only  wrought  out  by  Christ^s  death  and  passion, 
and  not  by  his  life  and  active  obedience.  This  occasioned  a 
long  dispute  betwixt  them*  The  Synod  of  Oap,  1603,  oap. 
iL  art.  2.  expressed  its  detestation  of  their  errors  in  particu- 
lar, who  denied  the  imputation  of  Chrisf  s  active  and  passive 
obedience  unto  us  for  righteousness ;  and  ord^ed  all  pro- 
vincial Synods,  Classes  and  Consistories,  to  have  a  careful 
eye  on  diose  persons  who  were  Uunted  with  that  mror, 
whether  they  were  ministers  or  private  Christians ;  and  by 
the  authority  of  the  present  Synod  to. silence  them;  and  in 
case  any  ministers  persisted  stubbornly  in  their  error,  to  de- 
pose them  from  their  ministerial  function/*  Letters  also 
were  sent  to  Piscator  from  the  Synod,  to  deal  with  him 
to  retract  bis  opinion :  but  instead  of  that,  he  sent  his  an- 
swer four  years  after  to  the  next  Synod  of  Rochel,  wherein 
he  gave  them  his  arguments  and  reasons  for  his  doctrine. 
Hereupon  they  reinforced  the  decree  of  the  Synod  of  Oap, 
*^  ordering  all  pastors  in  their  respective  diurches  wholly  to 
conform  themselves  in  their  teaching  to  the  doctrine  which 
had  been  hitherto  taught  among  them ;  to  wit,  that  the 
wiiole  obedience  of  Christ  both  in  his  life  and  death,  is  im- 
puted to  us  for  the  full  remission  of  sins,  &c.  Synod  of 
Rochel,  1607.  cap.  ii.  art.  4. 

And  that  no  doctrine  contrary  to  this  might  be  preeobed 
in  their  churches,  the  Synod  of  Privas,  1612.  cap.  iv.  art.  2. 
ordered  all  pastors  in  actual  service,  and  all  proposants,  who 
were  to  be  received  into  the  ministry,  to  sign  this  following 
article.  "  I,  whose  name  is  here  underwritten,  do  receive 
and  approve  the  contents  of  the  Confession  of  faith  of  the 
reformed  Churches  of  this  kingdom ;  and  do  promise  to 
persevere  in  it  until  death.    And  whereas  some  pertsKUis 
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Miilnd«bMt  tfio  sense  of  ihe  Ifllfa  Article,  whieh  trsKte  of 
jnstifiostiep ;  I  do  dedaiBy  and. protest  before  Ood,  duit  1 
vMkratand  it  in  the  same  sense  in  whidi  it  is  received  in 
cftrolnirolies^  approved  by  onr  mtionsl  Synods;  which  is, 
4ist  oar  Lord  Jesus  Christ  wis  obedient  to  the  moral  mai 
eenmonial  lavr,  not  only  for  oar  good,  but  also  incur  stead; 
oadilwt  his  whole  obedienoe,  yidded  by  him  thereunto,  is 
fsqpaled  io  as ;  and  Aat<oor  jus^oatioa  ocwrists  not  only 
in  the  feigiveiiess  of  sios,  batako  m  the  impsrtation  of  his 
aetfmiighleoasness.— 4  >do  also  promise,  that  I  will  newr 
difOfft  froM  the  dectriae  received  in  oar  ofaaffOhes ;  sad  that 
I  will  yisld  oH  obedience  to  the  CSanons  of  oar  national 
fijMds  a  tfHs  matter.'' 

By  An  time  Ae  ramonr  of  this  controversy  was  spresd 
abroad  in  tall  Protestant  countries,  and  the  fame  of  it  'here 
Jo  Eoghai  coming  to  the  ears  of  king  James ;  he  (took 
apoo  jfcim  to  be  mediator  betwixt  the  French  and  Geman 
CSmndies ;  sending  his  letters  by  Mr.  Hume  to  Ae  neoGt 
mAmtA  %Bod  of  France,  held  at  Tonneins,  1«14.  Ilie 
tSBor  of  vdbich  was  thas.  ^  Krs,-«-iIaTing  received  intel- 
Ggwioe  that  your  assembly  would  be  held  in  Chiseony  the 
1st  of  May,  in  which  some  persons  may  be  engaged  to  re- 
vive that  controversy  about  justification ;  and  to  urge  the 
consciences  of  others  to  assent  against  their  own  judgment, 
unto  oiatters  not  sufficiently  understood  by  them:  we 
thought  good  to  send  you  Monsieur  Hume,  one  of  our  sub- 
jects, and  of  your  pastors,  with  this  our  letter ;  to  exhort 
you  in  our  name,  not  to  suffer  the  spirits  of  your  pastors 
snd  professors  to  be  embittered  one  against  another,  about 
distinctions  more  subtle  than  profitable,  more  curious  than 

Beedful ; lest  the  sparkles  of  dissontion  inflame  you 

into  such  a  schism,  as  will  consume  you  all,  &c'*     See  the 
Kiog^s  letter  in  the  Synod  of  Tonneins,  1614.  cap.  xix. 

Together  with  this  letter,  he  gave  Mr  Hume  in  charge, 
by  word  of  mouth,  to  advise  the  assembly  as  from  him,  **  to 
proGore  a  firm  union  in  points  of  doctrine,  among  the  pas- 
tors, professors,  and  other  members  of  their  own  Church  ; 
without  quarrelling  with  the  divines  of  Germany,  or  any 
perscms  teaching  otherwise ;  who  handled  the  point  of  jas- 
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tification  in  a  different  manner  from  them.^^  Which  message, 
together  with  the  king^s  letter,  Mr.  Hume  delivered  accord- 
ingly ;  as  is  related  in  the  Acts  of  the  Synod,  cap.  iii.  art.  5. 

And  thus  &r  the  king^s  mediation  seems  to  hare  had  its 
effect,  that  we  find  no  further  disputes  between  them  and  the 
German  divines :  but  as  to  the  members  of  their  own  Church, 
they  took  the  same  measures  they  had  done  before ;  **  en- 
joining all  persons  chosen  into  the  ministry,  to  promise  beCdre 
God,  not  to  teach  the  doctrine  of  justification  any  otherwise 
than  they  there  explained  it ;  and  charging  all  odQsistories, 
classes,  and  Provincial  Synods,  to  exert  their  whole  autlio- 
rity  to  see  this  canon  punctually  observed ;  inspecting  their 
ministers,  and  all  other  persons,  that  none  act  contrary  here- 
unto ;  and  to  prosecute  such  as  do,  with  all  the  censures  of 
the  Church.""    Synod  of  Tonnems,  cap.  vi.  art  19. 

The  question  now,  upon  the  full  relation  of  this  contro- 
versy, that  I  would  ask  any  man,  (without  entering  into  the 
merits  of  the  cause  betwixt  Piscator  and  the  French,)  is 
only  this :  whether  the  Article  of  the  Church  of  fingknd 
about  justification,  be  not  less  liable  to  exception,  than  that 
of  the  French  Confession  1  and  may  not  more  easily  and 
generally  be  subscribed  by  all  Protestants,  since  it  con- 
tains nodiing  but  what  they  are  all  agreed  in  ?  He  must  be 
very  partial  to  a  cause,  that  will  have  the  confidence  to  deny 
this. 

Another  instance,  in  which  it  will  evidently  appear,  that 
subscription  in  the  French  Church  was  for  some  time  at 
least  more  difficult  than  in  the  Church  of  England,  is,  the 
doctrine  of  original  sin,  which  has  been  variously  explained 
in  the  French  Church.  At  first,  indeed,  it  was  exactly  the 
same  with  the  9th  Article  of  the  Church  of  England ;  which 
says,  ''  That  original  sin  is  the  fault  and  corruption  of  the 
nature  of  every  man,  that  naturally  is  engendered  of  the 
offspring  of  Adam ;  whereby  man  is  very  far  gone  from  ori- 
ginal righteousness,  and  is  inclined  to  evil ;  so  that  the  flesh 
lusteth  against  the  Spirit.'"  And  the  10th  and  1 1th  Articles 
of  th^  French  Confession  say  no  more  than  this :  for  no  no- 
tice is  taken  of  the  imputation  of  Adam's  sin  at  all.  But 
afterwards  the  French  Church  brought  this  also  into  the 
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notion  of  originid  sin:  for  when  Mr.  do  la  Place  hnil  puli- 
lished  a  discourse  of  original  sin,  wliorein  lie  asserlcd. 
"  that  the  nature  of  it  conBisted  only  in  ihac  corniptioD, 
Kbich  is  hereditary  to  all  Adam's  posterity,  and  inherent 
originally  in  all  men,  and  not  in  the  imputation  of  his  first 
«n;"  the  third  Synod  of  Charenton,  1644,  "  coDdGmnod  his 
doctrine  for  restraining  the  nature  of  original  sin,  to  the 
sole  hereditary  corruption  of  Adam's  posterity,  to  the  ex- 
cluding of  the  imputation  of  that  first  sin  by  which  he  fell ; 
and  interdicted,  upon  pain  of  Church  censiirQs,  all  paetort^, 
professors,  and  others  who  should  treat  of  this  question,  to 
depart  from  the  common  received  opinion  of  tho  Protestant 
Churches.  Also,  all  Synods  and  Claissos,  who  should  here- 
after proceed  to  the  reception  of  scholars  into  the  ministry, 
were  obliged  to  see  thorn  sign  and  subscribe  that  present 
act  of  the  Synod  of  Cliarenton."  Synod  of  Charent.  cap. 
H.  art.  10. 

Now  that  this  determination  was  thought  a  little  too  se- 
vere, we  need  no  other  proof  than  the  subsequent  decree 
that  was  made  in  the  Synod  of  Loudun  fifteen  years  after. 
For  there  it  is  said,  "  that  at  the  request  of  divers  provinces, 
demanding  with  great  importunity  that  tlie  Canon  of  Cha- 
renton might  be  moderated  ;  it  Was  decreed,  tliat  for  the 
future,  all  pastors  and  proposantw,  who  should  offer  them- 
selves to  the  ministry,  should  only  he  obliged  to  subscribe 
Ibe  10th  and  lltb  Articles  of  the  Confession  of  Faith.  Yet 
Mitl  ell  persons  should  be  forbidden  to  preach  or  print  'any 
thing  against  the  imputation  mentioned  in  the  canon  of 
Cfaajrenton."     Synod  of  Loudun,  1659.  cap.  viii.  art.  1 1. 

A  third  instance  to  this  purpose,  is  their  doctrine  concem- 
ing  the  call  of  their  first  reformers,  which  every  one  is  to 
believe  not  to  have  been  any  ordinary  call  from  man  or  the 
Church,  but  an  extraordinary  commission  by  an  inward 
powerful  impulse  from  God.  For  so  the  Synod  of  Gap, 
1603,  cap.  ii.  art.  4.  expressly  words  it.  "  This  Synod  doth 
jadge,  that  according  to  the  Slst  Article  of  our  Confession, 
we  ought  to  ascribe  their  authority  for  preaching  and  re- 
fomuDg,  simply  to  their  extraordinary  vocation,  (whereby 
ihey  were,  by  an  inward  powerful  impulse  from  God,  raised 
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up  and  commanded  to  exercise  their  ministry ,)  and  not  to 
the  relics  of  their  corrupted  call  and  ordination  in  the  Ro- 
mish Church.*' 

The  following  Synod  of  Rodiel,  1607,  made  some  cor- 
rections upon  this,  cap.  iv.  art.  3.  *'  In  that  Article  of  the 
Synod  of  Oap/*  say  they,  **  which  speaks  of  the  call  of  the 
first  pastors  in  our  reformed  Churches,  these  words, '  and  to 
teach,'*  which  are  found  in  some  certain  copies,  shall  be 
razed ;  and  instead  of  '  simply,'  shall  be  inserted  '  princi- 
pally ;'  and  that  last  clause, '  Not  unto  the  small  remainders 
of  their  corrupted  call,'  shall  be  read  thus,  '  Rather  than 
unto  the  small  remainders  of  their  ordinary  call.' "  Yet 
these  corrections  do  not  so  clear  all  doubts,  but  that  many 
men  would  find  themselves  under  great  difficulties  to  sub- 
scribe their  doctrine  in  this  particular  also. 

To  these  instances  in  points  of  belief,  I  will  subjoin  a  few 
more  which  relate  to  practice,  and  which  make  subscription 
in  the  French  Church  rather  more  difficult  than  the  former. 
It  is  one  Article  of  their  Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  xiv.  art.  27. 
"  That  all  dancing  shall  be  suppressed ;  and  such  as  make 
a  trade  of  dancing,  or  use  to  be  present  at  dances,  having 
been  sundry  times  admonished,  ip  case  they  prove  contuma- 
cious or    rebellious,  shall  be   excommunicated;    and    all 
Consistories  are  charged  to  see  that  this  canon  be  most  heed- 
fully  kept  and  observed."    It  is  here  to  be  noted,  that  all 
ministers  are  sworn  to  the  execution  of  this  discipline ;  and 
consequently  under  an  oath  to  excommunicate  all  persons, 
who  use  to  frequent  dances  without  reforming.     What  par- 
ticular reasons  they  might  have  in  France  for  this  severity,  I 
know  not ;  but  certainly  it  would  be  esteem^  a  very  ri- 
gorous canon  among  us  ;  first  to  prohibit  all  dancing  as  a 
thing  unlawful,  and  then  oblige  ministers  by  an  oath  to  ex- 
communicate all  that  used  and  practised  it. 

They  have  other  Canons  no  less  severe  with  respect  to  ha- 
bits ;  and  ministers  are  equally  bound  upon  oath  to  put  them 


*  These  words,  **  And  to  teach/'  are  in  sense  the  same  with  ^^  preaching** 
in  the  Synod  of  Gap. 
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in  execution.  The  Synod  of  Rochel,  1581, cap.  iv.arl.2l 
declares,  "  That  such  habitn  are  not  to  be  allowed  id  com- 
raoD  wearing,  as  carry  with  them  evident  marks  of  lasci- 
viousness,  dissolution,  and  excessive  new-fangled  fashions, 
nich  as  painling,  slashing,  cutting  in  pieces,  trimming  with 
locks  and  tassels,  or  any  other  tliat  may  discover  nakedness, 
or  naked  breasts ;  or  fardingals,  or  the  like  sort  of  garmentf!, 
with  nbich  men  and  women  do  wickedly  clothe  and  adorn 
themselves.  And  Consistories  shall  do  their  uttnoat  to  sup- 
press such  dissolutions  by  their  censures;  and  in  case  the 
delinquents  are  contumucious  and  Tebellious,  they  shall 
proceed  against  them,  even  to  excommunication."  See  also 
the  Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  siv.  art.  26.  Synod  of  St.  Foy, 
1578,  cap,  iv,  art.  21.  Synod  of  Montauban,  1594,  cap.  iv. 
art.  45.  Synod  of  Gergeau,  1601,  cap.  iii.  art.  45.  all  to  the 
same  purpose;  save  only  thai  in  the  Synod  of  Gergeau, 
poiocoRS  and  fardingals  arc  excepted  out  of  the  number  of 
liabils,  for  the  use  of  which  persons  were  to  be  punished ' 
with  excommunication. 

By  another  of  their  Canons  in  the  Book  of  Discipline,  cap. 
x'w.  art.  28.  "  No  raummingH  nor  jugglings  are  to  be  suf- 
fered, nor  wassail-days,  nor  keeping  of  Shrovetide,  nor 
playen  at  beypass,  nor  tumblers,  nor  tricks  of  goblets,  nor 
puppet-plays.  Moreover  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  faith- 
fal  to  go  to  comedies,  tragedies,  interludes,  farces,  or  other 
•tage-plays,  acted  in  public  or  private."  Some  editions  of 
the  HKscipline  also  forbad  the  setting-up  of  May-poles.  But 
this  waff  ordered  to  be  razed  out  of  the  Canon,  by  the  Synod 
of  Gflr^^u,  1601,  cap.  iii.  art.  40. 

Cards  also,  and  dice,  and  other  games  of  hazard,  and  lot- 
teries, are  prohibited  under  pain  of  ecclesiastical  censure. 
Book  of  Discipl.  cap.  xiv.  art.  29.  Synod  of  Gergeau,  1601, 
cap.  iii.  art.  47. 

All  ministers  are  prohibited  the  study  of  chemistry,  by  a 
Canon  of  the  Synod  of  St.  Maixant,  1609,  cap.  iii.  art.  6. 
"  Classes  and  Synods  shall  have  a  watchful  eye  over  those 
mituBterB  who  study  chemistry,  and  grievously  reprove  and 
censure  them." 

And  they  are  under  oath  not  to  practise  physic,  except  out 
o  2 
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of  charity  to  the  neighbourhood,  which  if  they  transgress, 
they  are  liable  also  to  suspension.  Book  of  DiscipL  cap.  i. 
art.  19.  Synod  of  St.  Foy,  1978,  cap.  iv.  art.  2.  Synod  of 
Loudun,  1659,  cap.  ix.  art.  9. 

Now  I  cannot  but  think  that  some  of  these  things  at  least 
are  as  hard  to  be  subscribed  and  sworn  to,  as  any  of  the 
Canons  of  the  Church  of  England ;  for  we  have  no  such 
Canons  as  oblige  us  to  excommunicate  every  person  that 
frequents  dancing,  or  wears  a  fardingal,  &e. 


CHAP.  V. 

The  French  Discipline  allows  not  of  Nonconforming 
Ministers,  or  separate  Meetings. 

If  we  enquire  in  the  next  place,  what  regard  the  French 
Church  had  to  such  ministers,  who  had  any  scruples  upon 
them  as  to  swearing  and  subscribing,  and  such  as  could  not 
conform;  though  it  was  the  peculiar  happiness  of  that 
Church  to  have  as  few  instances  of  that  kind  as  ever  any 
Church  had ;  yet  when  there  were  any,  they  were  either  de- 
barred from  entering  into  the  ministry  at  first,  or  else  si- 
lenced and  deposed  if  they  were  in  actual  service :  for  their 
National  Synods  never  suffered  their  authority  to  be  con- 
temned. It  is  a  Canon  of  their  Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  v. 
art.  32.  **  That  if  a  pastor  or  elder  break  the  Churches  union, 
or  stir  up  contention  about  any  point  of  doctrine  or  discipline 
which  he  had  subscribed,  or  about  the  form  ^of  catechising, 
or  adminlstKation  of  sacraments,  and  celebration  of  mar- 
riage, and  conform  not  to  the  determination  of  the  dassis, 
he  shall  then  be  suspended  from  his  office,  and  be  further 
prosecuted  by  the  provincial,  or  national  Synod. 

The  Synod  of  Montauban,  1594,  cap.  iv.  art.  19.  "allows 
not  ministers  to  make  any  alteration  in  the  forms  of  public 
prayers  and  administration  of  the  sacraments,  the  whole 
having  been  prudently  and  piously  ordained,  and  for  the 
most  part  in  plain  and  express  terms  of  Holy  Scripture. 
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Th»  same  SyDod  has  a  eevero  Canon  ng'aiiist  all  ministera 
lliat  officiate  in  interdicted  ehurolics,  cnp.  iij.  art.  10.  "  If 
any  churches  refuse  payment  of  their  contributions,  tow-ards 
the  defraying  llioee  expenses  which  are  unavoidably  con- 
tracted byjournics,  and  attendance  in  Synodical  and  other 
ecclesiastical  assemblies,  kept  and  held  for  the  common 
good  of  all  churches,  they  shall  be  deprived  of  the  ministry 
of  the  Gospel,  and  be  reputed  deserters  of  that  holy  union 
which  ought  to  be  preserved  amon^r  us. — And,  N.B.,  all 
ministers  in  such  churches  are  interdicted  the  exercise  of 
their  ministry,  upon  pain  of  being  denounced  achismatice,** 
And  this  they  order  to  be  entered  among  the  Canons  of  their 
discipline,  which  all  ministers  are  sworn  to  observe. 

Here  we  see  what  authority  they  claim  to  themselves ; 
first,  in  laying  contributions  upon  the  churches  upon  neces- 
sary occasions.  Secondly,  in  interdicting  the  churches 
which  refuse  payment.  Thirdly,  in  depriving  the  ministers, 
and  treating  them  as  schismatics,  if  ttiey  pretend  to  officiate 
in  any  of  those  interdicted  churches.  And  yet  this  was  but 
a  pecuniary  matter  at  most,  which  affords  ground  for  so 
much  censure. 

Their  Book  of  Discipline,  caji.  vi,  art.  4.  lays  down  seve- 
ral rnles  for  managing  disputes  with  the  papists  about  reli- 
gion ;  and  particularly  this,  which  it  backs  with  a  most  se- 
Tere  sanction :  "  Ministers  shall  not  adventure  upon  any 
general  conference,  without  the  advice  of  all  the  Churchea 
assembled  in  a  National  Synod ;  upon  pain  of  being  declared 
apostates  and  deserters  of  the  Churches'  union."  See  also 
^rnod  of  Gergeaii,  1601,  cap.  iii.  art.  23. 

The  Synod  of  Gap  proceeds  in  like  manner,  with  persona 
tainted  with  the  prevailing  errors  (as  it  calls  them)  about 
justification.  "  Be  they  ministers  or  private  Christians,  by 
the  sQthority  of  this  pi^sent  Synod  they  shall  be  silenced ; 
and  in  case  of  a  stubborn  persistency,  if '  ministers,  be 
deposed."  Synod  of  Gap,  1603.  cap  ii.  art.  2.  See  also 
cap.  iii.  art.  4  &  5. 

It  is  a  known  instance,  which  Dr.  Durel  has'  heretofore 
given  of  this  Church's  power,  in  the  caseof  Mr.  Welsh  a 
Scotcbman,  and  minister   in  the  province  of  Xaintonge; 
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who  being  commanded  by  the  Synod  of  St.  Maixant,  to 
conform  himself,  both  in  his  preaching  and  the  exercise  of 
discipline^  to  the  order  and  manner  used  in  the  Church  of 
France ;  upon  his  refusal  was  obliged  to  leave  his  ministry, 
and  quit  the  kingdom.  See  the  Synod  of  St.  Maixant,  1609. 
cap.  iii.  art.  35.  and  Durel's  Vindicise,  cap.  22.  p.  243. 

To  this  let  me  add  that  famous  decree  of  the  Synod  of 
Alez,  1620.  cap.  x.  art.  22.  where,  upon* advice  craved  by 
some  of  the  deputies,  what  course  should  be  taken  with 
those,  who  took  out  prohibitions  from  the  court  of  parliament 
against  the  orders  and  censures  of  the  Church:  the  as- 
sembly enjoined  ail  Synods,  classes,  and  consistories,  to 
proceed  against  such  persons,  as  rebels,  against  the 
discipline  of  the  Church :  and  inflict  upon  them  the  heaviest 
censure  of  excommunication.  We  find  at  the  end  of  almost 
every  National  Synod,  a  roll  of  deposed  ministers  and  deser- 
ters ;  and  yet  we  never  hear  of  any  of  these  setting  up  to 
preach  in  separate  protcstant  meetings.  It  was  against 
their  rules  there  to  preach,  when  silenced  by  the  authority 
of  a  national  Synod,  where  lay  the  last  appeal :  and  there 
fore,  in  all  their  Synods  we  scarce  meet  with  three  instances 
to  the  contrary."  The  Synod  of  St.  Maixant  made  a  peremp- 
tory Canon,  cap.  vi.  art.  17.  "  If  any  deposed  minister 
shall  presume  to  celebrate  any  public  ordinances,  he  shall 
be  pronounced  excommunicate  immediately."  They  would 
not  allow  such  an  one  the  lowest  privilege  of  a  private 
christian,  so  much  as  to  esteem  him  a  member  of  the 
Church. 

They  enacted  other  proper  laws  for  the  people  ;  that  they 
should  not  hear,  or  follow,  or  encourage  any  such,  under 
pain  of  censure  also.  "  Forasmuch,  (says  the  Book  of 
Discipline,  cap.  xiv.  art.  12.)  as  that  it  is  neither  lawful 
nor  expedient  to  hear  the  popish  preachers,  nor  any  others 
who  have  intruded  themselves  without  a  lawful  call;  the 
flocks  shall  be  hindered  by  the  pastors  from  going  to  them  ; 
and  such,  as  shall  go,  shall  be  called  into  the  consistory,  and 
censured  according  to  the  natur^  of  their  ofience." 

Now  two  things  are  to  be  observed  in  this  Canon  ; 
1.  That  it  is  no  more  lawful  to  go  to  hear  preachers,  who 
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iotriide  themselves  without  a  lawful  call,  than  it  is  to  go  and 
bear  popish  preachers.  2.  ThatallpersoDB&reintriiderGand 
have  no  lawful  call,  who  take  upon  themselves  tho  office  of 
preaching-,  contrary  to  the  known  rules  and  orders  of  the  es- 
tablish'd  Church  ;  or  else  preach  after  tliey  have  been  silen- 
ced, suspended,  or  deposed  bj  lawful  authority.  So  that  if  our 
controversies  in  England  were  to  bn  determined  by  this  Canon 
of  the  French  Church,  separation  would  quickly  be  atan  end, 
if  men  would  but  be  onco  persuaded  to  believe  it  unlawful 
to  preach,  or  hear  others  preach,  without  u  lawful  call, 
•nd  contrary  to  the  rules  and  orders  of  the  estalilisird 
Churcli. 

That  this  was  the  constant  sense  of  the  French  Church, 
appears  from  anotlier  Canon  made  in  llieSynod  of  Gergeau, 
I60I.  cap.  iv,  art.  22.  in  reference  to  llie  people  of  Mon- 
laubao;  where  it  is  decreed,  "  That  because  they  suffered 
aod  encouraged  one  Girard,  a  minister  that  had  been  sus- 
pended by  the  Synod  of  Ijtnguedoc,  to  preach  among 
them  after. his  suspension,  they  should  thereby  incur  cen> 
mires  themselves," 

The  Synod  of  Alez  also  mndo  a  very  good  Canon  to  pre- 
vent disorders  of  this  nature,  "  That  whereas  it  might 
btppen,  through  the  corruption  of  the  age,  that  a  minister 
deposed  in  one  classis  or  province,  may  intrude  himself  into 
toother,  and  take  upon  him  to  preach  the  Word,  before  the 
meetiDg  of  the  National  Synod,  by  which  all  the  churches, 
of  ibis  kingdom  may  be  advised  of  the  said  deposed  person  ; 
this  assembly  doth  exhort  all  pastors  and  consistories,  not 
easily  to  admit  any  stranger  from  another  province  into  the 
palptts ;  unless  they  be  very  well  acquainted  with  him. 
And  as  for  apostates,  the  pastors  of  the  adjoining  churches 
in  which  the  revolted  live,  shall  give  speedy  and  public 
notice  of  these  apostates;  that  so  none  of  our  churches  or 
Bunisters  may  be  surprised  by  them." 

We  see  all  possible  care  was  taken  to  prevent  the 
preaching,  and  hearing,  of  silenced  and  deposed  ministers 
hoth  in  separate  meetings,  and  their  own  churches.  And 
this  good  piece  of  discipline  was  always  observed  in  the 
French  chnrcbes,  being  instilled  into  them  by  Beza,  and 
their  first  reformers.     For   the  judgment  of  Beza  against 
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preaching)  when  silenced  by  authority^  was  peremptory, 
and  fiunous  not  only  in  the  Church  of  France,  but  England 
also.  For,  being  consulted  upon  this  very  point  by  some 
dissenting  brethren  in  England,  about  the  year  1568.  when 
subscription  was  pressed  by  the  Queen's  authority,  he  gfave 
them  this  answer :  **  As  to  the  silenced  ministers/'  says  he, 
^  if  the  pressing  of  subscription  continues,  my  advice  is, 
rather  to  live  privately  than  to  yield  to  it  For  either  they 
must  act  against  their  consciences,  or  else  quit  their  em- 
ployments. For  as  for  the  third  thing  which  might  be  sup- 
posed in  this  case,  that  is,  the  exercising  their  functions 
against  the  will  of  the  Queen  and  the  Bishops  ;  we  tremble 
at  the  thoughts  of  it,  for  such  reasons  as  may  easily  be 
imagined,  though  I  say  never  a  word  about  them.''  Beza, 
Ep.  12.  ad  fratres  Angl.  p.  105. 

This  answer  and  resolution  of  Beza,  to  give  it  its  just 
praise,  seems  to  have  done  good  service  in  England,  in 
stopping  the  intended  separation  at  that  time  :  and  proba- 
bly might  leave  those  useful  impressions  upon  the  minds  of 
our  old  nonconformists,  which  we  find  the  sober  part  of 
them  were  possessed  with ;  that  if  they  were  silenced  for 
not  subscribing,  they  ought  to  submit  and  live  as  private 
Christians  in  the  communion  of  the  Church  ;  and  not  set  up 
separate  meetings,  and  preach  against  the  will  of  their 
superiors.  Which  was  the  known  judgment  of  Mr.  Fox, 
Dr.  Humphreys,  Perkins,  Gifford,  Rathband,  Ball,  Brad- 
shaw,  Hildersham,  and  Dod;  whose  authorities  have  often, 
been  produced  by  others,  and  it  is  beside  my  present^ur- 
pose  here  to  repeat ;  who  am  only  concerned  to  shew  what 
was  the  judgment  and  practice  of  the  French  Church. 

I  will  end  this  chapter  with  the  26th  Article  of  the  French 
Confession  of  Faith.  ^'  We  believe  that  it  is  not  lawful  for 
any  man  to  withdraw  himself  from  the  congregations  of 
God's  saints,  and  content  himself  vrith  private  devotion ; 
but  all  are  jointly  bound  to  keep  and  maintain  the  unity  of 
the  Church,  &e.  And  whoever  separate  themselves  from 
the  established  order,   do  resist  the  ordinance  of  God/ 


Note.  That  this  last  dacMe  is  in  Mr.  Qaic]i*8  transiatioii,  though  it  be  not 
in  9om«  other  e <li(|fMts. 
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Am)  in  case  they  draw  others  aside  with  them,  they  do  act 
fCTV  perTcrsely,  and  are  to  be  occounted  as  mortal  plagues." 
Mr.  Quick  himself  observes,"  thiit  discipline  was  always 
strictly  exercised  upon  delinquent  minislPrs  in  the  \tor8t  of 
limes:  they  were  deposed  and  ejected,  if  they  deserved  it: 
bal  yet  he  cannot  say,  any  of  these  set  up  separate  protes- 
tSDt  meetings;  but  they  generally  turned  papi))ts,  and  took 
up  for  good  and  all  in  the  Romish  synagogue.  So  etFectual 
was  their  discipline  in  silencing  delinquent  lainiisIerB,  and 
yet  happy  in  keeping  all  that  called  themselves  protestants, 
to  000  church  and  one  communion. 


Tka£  the  French  Church  cnndemns  occasional  Conformi/y, 
as  much  as  the  Church  of  England. 

The  last  expedient  of  the  Church  of  Eng^Iand  to  preserve 
DDity,  was  the  censuring  of  separatists,  and  denying  them 
the  privilego  of  occHsional  communion.  I  spcnk  not  now 
of  ihc  late  bills  about  occasional  conformity,  which  have 
been  the  subject  of  a  warm  debate  amon^  those  who  are 
professed  members  of  the  Church :  for  these  not  being  yet 
eoMsted  into  laws,  and  being  rather  civil  than  ecclesiastical 
acts,  come  not  within  the  compass  of  this  discourse :  but  I 
speak  of  such  Jaws  as  are  actually  in  being,  which  all  the 
meaibeTB  of  the  Church  must  acknowledge  to  be  laws  ;  I 
mean  the  Canons  which  are  in  force,  and  may  legally  and 
witJi.  ^ood  authority  be  put  in  execution.  The  27th  of  these 
Canons  speaks  to  this  effect :  "  No  minister,  when  he  cele- 
brateth  the  communion,  shall  wittingly  administer  the  same 
to  any  that  refuse  to  be  present  at  public  prayers,  according 
to  the  ordefs  of  the  Church  of  England ;  nor  to  any  that  are 
commoD  and  notorious  depravers  of  the  Book  of  Common 


■  Quick's  Introduct.  lo  the  SyotKl,  sect.  18.  p.  68. 
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Prayer,  and  adminisiration  of  the  sacraments,  and  .of  the 
orders,  rites,  and  ceremonies  therein  prescribed,  or  of  any 
thing  that  is  contained  in  any  of  the  Articles  agreed  upoD«in 
the  convocation,  1562,  or  of  any  thing  contained  in  the  book 
of  ordering  priests  and  bishops ;  or  to  any  that  have  spoken 
against  and  depraved  his  Majesty's  sovereign  authority  in 
causes  ecclesiastical ;  except  every  such  person  shall  firsi 
acknowledge  to  the  minister,  before  the  churchwardens,  hiat 
repentance  for  the  same,  and  promise  by  word,  if  he  cannot 
write,  that  he  will  do  so  no  more ;  and  except,  if  he  can 
write,  he  shall  first  do  the  san^e  under  his  hand-writing,  &c.^* 

The  title  of  the  Canon  is,  '*  That  schismatics  are  not  to 
be  admitted  to  the  communion  f'  and  it  is  agreed  on  all 
hands,  both  by  churchmen  and  dissenters,  that  the  design  of 
the  canon  was  to  deny  separatists  the  privilege  of  occasional 
communion.  For  every  minister,  so  far  as  he  is  obliged  by 
this  canon,  is  under  an  obligation  not  to  admit  them  to  com- 
munion, but  upon  the  conditions  specified  in  the  canon. 

Now  the  question  is  concerning  the  legality  and  justice 
of  this  Canon.  Dissenters  say,  it  is  simply  and  universally 
unlawful,  and  give  it  as  one  reason,  among  others,  for  their 
nonconformity.     See  Mr.  Baxter's  EngL  Nonconform,  c.  29. 

To  which  I  say,  that  the  same  reason  will  hold  for  non- 
conformity in  the  Church  of  France :  for  their  rules  require 
ministers  to  use  the  very  same  discipline.  Beza,  in  his  Epis- 
tle to  the  French  Church  in  London,  passing  his  judgment 
upon  certain  articles  drawn  up  by  them,  approves  this 
among  the  rest :  ''  They  that  are  either  lawfully  excommu- 
nicate, or  do  unlawfully  and  with  scandal  withdraw  them- 
selves from  any  Church,  ought  not  to  be  allowed  the  use  of 
the  sacraments,  till  they  have  made  legal  satisihction  to  the 
Church."     Beza,  Ep.  xxiv.  art.  21. 

The  13th  Article  in  the  same  epistle  says  further,  "  That 
whoever  is  lawfully  excommunicate  in  any  particular  Church, 
or  unlawfully  cuts  himself  off  from  it,  does  thereby  exclude 
himself  from  all  the  privileges  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and 
is  not  to  be  received  into  any  other  particular  Church,  with- 
out making  satisfaction,  &c. 

Now  I  presume  a  legal  satisfaction  will  at  least  imply  an 
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acknowledgment  of  the  fault,  and  a  pramiae  of  amendnaent 
for  the  future.  And  if  so ;  if  the  same  conditionR  bo  required 
of  separatists  in  the  French  Church,  before  they  are  to  be 
admitled  to  the  communion,  wherein  does  their  discipline 
differ  from  that  of  the  Church  of  Eng^land  1 

Calvin  snys  in  general,  "  Of  ail  such  as  fall  off  from  the 
Church,  either  through  rigor  of  discipline,  or  scandal  of  tha 
crose.if  ihey  make  an  open  separation  from  the  Church,  they 
are  by  no  means  to  be  admitted  to  the  holy  supper.  Sin 
palam  discessionem  ab  ecclesia  faciunl,  ac  eos  Evangelii 
pudet  vel  tadet,  nulla  modo  admitleitdi  sunt  ad  sacram  c<B- 
nam"     Ep.  to  Menao  Poppius,  p.  205,  327. 

If  it  be  said,  these  are  only  private  authorities;  I  answer, 
they  are  such  as  arc  a^rcenblo  to  the  Canons  in  the  Book  of 
Discipline ;  one  of  which  says,  "  Such  as  care  not  to  come 
to  our  public  Christian  congregations,  but  only  upon  those 
days  when  the  sacrament  of  the  Lord's  supper  is  celebrated, 
shall  be  censured,  and  admonished  of  their  duty ;  and  to  this 
purpose,  they  shall  join  themselves  to  one  certain  particular 
diurch."     Discipl.  cap.  xii.  art.  12. 

And  the  ne.\t  Ciinon  says,  "  They  who  make  a  trade  of 
besriDg  the  Word  of  God  in  one  church,  and  of  receivings 
ibe  sacraments  in  another,  shall  be  censured ;  and  by  the 
■dvice  of  the  classis  or  provincial  Synod,  they  shall  be  ap- 
pointed to  Join  themselves  to  that  church  which  is  nearest 
Bud  most  convenient  for  them."     Ibid,  art.  13. 

These  Canonn  not  only  prohibit  occasional  communion  to 
such  as  absent  themselves  from  the  service  of  the  Church, 
but  also  to  such  as  frequent  not  their  own  Parochial 
churches.  Which  justifies  another  Canon  of  our  Church, 
vhicb  Mr.  B.  also  excepts  against;  that  is,  the  28th  can. 
which  says,  "  Ministers  shall  not  admit  strangers  to  the 
Lord's  table  among  others,  but  forbid  them,  and  remit  such 
home  to  their  own  parish  churches  and  ministers,  there  to 
receive  the  communion  with  the  rest  of  their  neighbours," 
I  can  see  do  difference  between  this  Canon,  and  that  last 
mentioned  of  the  French  discipline:  and  yet  Mr.  B.  makes 
this  point  also  a  sufficient  reason  for  ministers  nonconformity. 
Eng.  NoDcon.  c.  30. 
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He  says,  "  Parish  bounds  are  but  an  human  order  for 
oonvenieney/^  As  if  parish  bounds  in  France  were  not  the 
same  thing  that  they  are  in  England !  <'  But  the  benefit  of 
an  able  faithful  minister,  and  the  choice  and  use  of  such, 
where  they  may  be  had,  is  of  Divine  appointment/'  Then 
at  least  the  French  Church  sins  as  much  as  the  Church  of 
England,  in  remanding  every  one  back  to  his  own  parish, 
against  a  Divine  appointment.  ^^  But  some  parishes  Jiave 
ministers,  that  cannot,  or  may  not,  be  suffered  to  preach." 
And  I  shall  shew  in  due  time  that  this  was  the  case  of  the 
Church  of  France  too ;  which  defect  they  supplied,  by  or- 
dering Calvin's  Homilies*  to  be  read :  and  yet  they  did  not 
think  this  a  sufficient  reason  to  allow  men  to  go  for  commu- 
nion from  their  own  parish  churches.  But  he  says,  "  Every 
Christian  is  related  to  all  the  Catholic  Church,  and  as  he 
hath  need,  hath  right  to  the  communion  of  saints  out  of  his 
parish.''  There  is  no  question  but  that  both  the  French  and 
English  Church  knew  this  as  well  as  Mr.  B.  But  what  is 
this  to  those  that  have  no  need  to  go  out  of  their  parish  for 
communion  ?  Is  there  no  difference  between  ordinary  and 
extraordinary  cases  1  Then  all  ordinary  rules  may  be  broken, 
because  they  do  not  bind  in  extraordinary  cases.  If  men 
have  occasion  to  travel  to  other  parishes  or  countries,  it  is 
fitting  they  should  be  allowed  to  communicate  in  those 
places,  whither  necessity  calls  them :  but  it  does. not  hence 
follow,  that  it  is  unlawful  to  bind  men  by  a  canon  to  com- 
municate in  their  own  parish  churches,  who  have  no  neces- 
sity to  do  otherwise.  And  yet  thus  Mr.  B.  argues,  both 
against  the  French  and  English  Churches ;  though  he  de- 
signed it  only  against  the  Church  of  England. 

I  observe  two  things  further  in  the  practice  and  discipline  / 
of  the  French  Church,  relating  to  this  matter;  1.  That  no 
stranger  can  be  admitted  to  communion  in  any  church,  with- 
out testimonials  from  his  own  church ;  which  was  an  old 
rule  of  the  primitive  Church,  revived  by  the  second  Synod 
of  Paris,  1565,  cap.  xL  art.  26.  which  says,  <^  Ministers  are 


*  See  below,  Book  II.  chap.  8.  and  Book  IV.  chap.  10. 
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advised  not  to  receive  llie  members  of  any  otber  churches 
to  the  Lord's  supper,  without  a  suQtcient  attestation  pro- 
duced by  them,  under  the  hands  of  thoir  pastors  or  elders, 
if  it  may  be  had,"  And  Beza  says,  they  observe  a  hke  rule 
at  Geneva,  unless  either  the  persons  be  otherwise  eutliciently 
known,  or  will  submit  to  a  private  examination.  Beza,  Ep. 
II.  p.  140. 

The  other  thin^  I  observe  in  their  constitution,  is  some- 
thin^  moTe  remnrknble,  being  an  instance  of  power  that  the 
Church  of  Eng^land  could  never  yet  lay  claim  to;  which 
was,  that  no  protestant  could  enjoy  any  such  civil  oSicea 
amon^  them,  as  were  particularly  specified  by  the  edict  of 
Nantz,  unless  he  was  recommended  by  the  public  testimo- 
nials of  the  Churcl).  For  so  the  Synod  of  Tonneins  de- 
creed, with  a  menace  of  excommunication  to  them  that 
should  do  otherwise.  "  This  assembly  ordained,  that  such 
penioDs  who  get  themselves  preferred  to  the  government  of 
our  cautionary  towns,  or  unto  the  office  of  counsellors  in 
the  mixed  courts,  or  shall  obtain  any  other  places  granted 
to  gentlemen  professing  our  religion,  without  taking  the 
necessary  testimonials,  according  to  the  letter  and  import  of 
the  king's  writ  for  governors,  and  the  particular  articles  for 
counsellors  in  sovereign  courts;  they  shall  be  declared  de- 
serters of  the  union  of  our  churches,  and  prosecuted  wiUi 
■II  Cburch-censures."  Synod  of  Tonneins,  i6I4,  cap,  viii. 
art.  11. 

The  ground  of  this  Canon  was  the  49th  Article  of  those 
which  are  called  the  secret  articles  of  the  edict  of  Nantz  ; 
which  says,  "  The  vacant  offices,  of  which  those  of  the  siiid 
religion  shall  he  provided  in  the  chambers  of  the  edict,  shall 
be  supplied  with  persons  capable ;  who  shall  bring  a  certi- 
ficate from  the  Synod  or  classis  unto  which  they  do  belong, 
that  they  are  of  the  said  rehgion,  and  honest  men."  See  this 
art  in  the  1  vol.  of  the  Synodicon,  p.  93, 

This  is  a  plain  evidence,  that  to  qualify  naen  for  those 
civil  offices,  the  testimonials  of  the  Church  were  required; 
and  it  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  they  would  give  their  testi- 
monials to  any  that  were  not  of  their  Church,  or  made  a  se- 
pnration  from  it.     Whence  it  appears,  that  they  not  only 
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prohibited  ooeasstonal  communion^  bat  had  power  to  deny 
those  that  were  Dot  of  their  commiuiiont  the  pri^ileg^  of 
ctril  offices;  which  none  could  regularly  obtain,  without 
testimoDials  from  the  Church :  which  is  somethiDg  more  than 
is  now  exacted  in  the  Church  of  England. 

If  it  be  said  notwithstanding  all  this,  that  men  had  not 
the  same  reasons  for  scrupling  conformity  in  the  French 
Church,  or  separating  from  it,  that  they  have  in  the  Church 
of  England :  though  1  have  already  taken  off  the  main  force 
of  this  plea  in  the  fourth  chapter  of  this  book ;  by  shewing, 
that  subscription  is  rather  more  difficult  in  many  cases  in 
the  French  Church,  than  it  is  in  the  Church  of  England ; 
yet,  to  answer  it  more  fully,  I  will  proceed  to  examine  the 
several  particular  objections  that  are  made  against  our 
Church,  relating  either,  1.  To  her  articles  and  homilies. 
Or,  2.  To  her  Uturgy.  Or,  3.  To  her  ordinations,  govern- 
ment, and  canons ;  and  shew,  that  all  such  objections  may 
be  answered,  and  the  things  excepted  against  be  fidrly  justi- 
fied, upon  the  principles  and  practice  of  the  reformed  Church 
of  France.  I  will  begin  with  the  objections  made  against 
the  Articles  and  Homilies ;  which  shall  be  the  subject  of  the 
next  book. 
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BOOK  II. 

THE  OBJECTIONS  AGAINST  THE  ARTICLES  AND 
HOUILICS  OF  THE  CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND,  CON- 
SIDERED, AND  ANSWERED  UPON  TUE  PRINCI- 
PLES AND  PRACTICE  OF  THE  REFORMED  CHURCH 
OP  FRANCE. 


not  approved  ffriters  of  the  French  Church,  allow  Ike 
Articles  of  the  Church  of  England,  as  lavful  to  he 
tubseribed. 

What  is  meant  by  Bubscription  to  the  Articles  of  our 
Church,  is  not  exactly  agreed  by  those  that  subscribe  them. 
Some  take  them  only  for  articles  of  peace;  and  they  by 
mbscription  mean  do  more  than  thisj  that  they  will  so  far 
own  and  submit  to  them,  as  not  publicly  to  dissent  from 
ibem,  or  teacli  any  doctrine  that  is  contrary  to  any  thing 
contained  lb  them.  This  seems  to  have  been  the  judg-ment 
of  archbishop  Bramhall,  bishop  Fowler,  and  others.  But 
generally,  subscription  is  considered  in  a  stricter  sense ;  as 
implying  a  declaration  of  our  own  opinion,  and  not  as  a  bare 
obligation  to  silence  only :  and  this  seems  rather  to  have 
been   tlie  intent  and  meaning  of  the  Church.     But  now  in 
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« 

this  stricter  sense,  Beza  professes  in  bis  letters  to  bis! 
Grindal,  that  he  knows  no  orthodox  Frenchman »  but 
could  as  heartily  subscribe  the  English  confession,  as 
own.  **  For,  says  he,  in  one  place,  we  believe  your  Chui 
do  in  all  points  of  doctrine  ag-ree  with  ours.^'    And  in 
ther ;  '*  as  to  what  concerns  your  faith  or  doctrine,  n 
by  public  consent,  and  confirmed  by  royal  aiuthority ;  I 
pose  there  is  no  man  that  thinks  rightly  of  these  mal 
but  will  embrace  it  as  true  and.  certain.'^    Beza,  Epbj 
&69. 

Peter  du  Moulin  speaks  much  to  the  same  purjpose,^ 
his  defence  of  the  Freneh  Confession,  against  Araouft 
Jesuit.  **  Our  adversaries,*^  says  he,  ^'  under  pretence 
Church  of  England  hath  another  form  of  discipline 
ours  is,  charge  us  that  our  religion  is  diverse :  but 
rience  confuteth  this  accusation ;  for  we  assemble  Witli^ 
English  in  their  churches;  we  participate  together  in 
holy  supper  of  our  Lord ;  the  doctrine  of  their  conJbisioii ; 
wholly  agreeable  unto  ours.'*    Buckler  of  Faith,  p.  845. 

Mr.  le  Moyne  says,  ^^  the  English  Confession  has  hmi 
highly  approved  by  all  the  protestant  world,  and  thali 
really  deserves  the  praises  of  all  good  Christians.  For  thm 
cannot  be  any  thing  made  more  wise  than  that  Confesstoi 
and  the  Articles  of  faith  were  never  collected  with  a  ib|i^ 
just  and  reasonable  discretion.  Letter  to  the  bishop  i 
London,**  at  the  end  of  Dr.  Stinginfleet*s  UnreasonabL  i 
Separation. 


CHAP.  n. 

Of  particular  Exceptions  against  the  39  Articles,  am 
Consent  of  the  French  Church  in  the  controverted  Art% 
cles,  3,  4, 8,  8fc.  to  the  20th. 

Mr.  B.  in  his  Engl.  Nonconform,  cap.  24.  professes,  h 
can  subscribe  all  the  doctrinal  Articles  as  true ;  but  he  sayi 
^'  the  words  of  them,  in  the  obvious  sense,  are  many  time 
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to  exception ;  and  there  are  many  things  in  tlie  Ani- 

s  that  is^ood  men  rnny  scnipie,"     His  first  Instance  is  tliu 

rd  Article.      He  snys,  "  learned  men  doubt  of  Chnsf's 

hnig  down  into  hell,"     Then  sure  ihey  must  doubt  of  th.> 

postles'  Creed  too  :  for  it  is  nn  article  of  that,  as  well  as  of 

feEoglish  confession.    But  1  suppose  he  would  have  sniti, 

e  douhl  of  the  exposition  of  that  doctrine  of  Christ'si 

»nt  into  hell.     Yet  this  will  not  mend  the  matter:  for 

wC^QTch  ghe»  no  exposition  of  it  in  thiit  Article;  but  only 

ft;8,it  is  to  be  believed  that  He  went  down  into  hell.   Now 

o  lliosB  g-ood  men  are  that  doubt  of  this,  and  allow  at  the 

Be  time  ofthe  Apostles"  Creed,  one  would  be  g'lnd  to  know, 

irlheir  rare  faculty  of  distiLi^uisliin^  without  a  difference  : 

Vif  they  doubt  of  the  Apostles' Greed,  as  well  as  the  Article 

If  the  Church  of  England,  the  question  will  then  be,  whe- 

»  Ihey  are  g;ood  men.     The  French  Church  snys  nolliin^ 

I  particular  of  this  article  in  her  confession  ;  but  yet  she 

Villows  the  Article,  because  she  owns  every  article  of  the 

lApostlen''  Creed  ;  whereof  this  is  one.  So  that  here  is  no  dil- 

nce  between  the  two  Churches  upon  this  point:  they 

h  own  the  Article  in  terms  ^  and  onr  Chiircli  t^ives  no  c\- 

PpOtition  of  it,  but  leaves  men  to  a  reasonublo  latitude  with 

bnety  to  put  (heir  own  senne  and   meaning  on  it.     So 

i Much  was  Mr.  B.  mistaken,  when  he  said,  that  learned  and 

J  good  men   doubt  of  Christ's  ^oing  down  into  hcil !  This  is 

[  DQinous  to   make  such  a  blunder  in  his  lirst  exception  ;  let 

I  OS  see  whether  he  was  more  lucky  in  his  second. 

He  says  nt!\l,   that  the  doctrine  of  the  -Ith  art.  "that 
Chiiaio  huiiy  ill  hciivon  huth  i!(.-.sh  and  boue.^,  is  coolrary  to 


o  general  I 


;  the  26  ofNice,  and  that  of  Constan- 


tinople before  it."*     Whot  follows  hence  I  That  good  men 
may  scruple  this  Article  ?  Tlien  by  the  same  reason  they  may 


*  The  >Dcifnt  Councils  nnil  Fathers  generally  mainMin  the  doclrine  of  tlis 
Uirticle;  "  That  Ihe  body  of  Christ  hitlh  11  >^sh  and  bones  hi  lIpBven." 

Pope  Damasus,  in  hia  Confesaion  of  Faith,  recorded  by  Thi-oilurel,  lliit. 
lib.  *.  c.  1 1.  uses  the  following  expressions  :  '■  If  any  one  shill  affirm,  tlial 
riirist  sit«  not  in  lh<!  flesh,  which  Hf  assnineil,  at  llii'  right  huiid  at  (iod.  in 
■  hiehaUu  He  shall  tome  to  judge  the  quick  aiid  dead,  Inliiin  be  anulheiiia." 
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scruple  the  28  art.  which  denies  transubstantiation  ;  for  fhe^ 
contrary  doctrine -was  established  at  least  iti  two  such  gene-^ 
ral  councils,  Lateran  and  Tr^nt.  We  see  any  argument 
will  serve  against  the  Church's  Articles,  though  it  open  a 
door  for  popery,  undet  pretence  of  easing  scrupulous  men. 
But  it  is  well  the  French  Confession  may  be  scrupled  by  his 
good  men  upon  the  same  ground.  For  the  15th  art.  of  their 
confession/  *' proves  the  truth  and  propriety  of  o«r  Sa^ 
vioar  s-  hwiian  nature,  after  his  assumption  into  heaven ;: 
from  that  teitt  of  St.  Luke,  24.  39/'  '*  A  Spirit  hath  not  flesh 
and  bones,  as  ye  see  me  have.^'  It  is  the  same  thing  with 
them,  not  to  have  flesh  and  bones,  as  not  to  hav6  a  tnm 
human  nature.  .So  that  if  we  deny,  that  Christ  hath  flesh 
and  bones  in  heaven,  we  might  as  well  deny,  the  truth  of 
His  humanity  also.  But  the  French  Church  never  thought 
fit  to  condescend  so  far  to  these  scrupulous  men,  as  in  com- 
pliment to  them  to  drop  the  articIe,^  which  asserts  the  truth 
of  our  Saviour's  human  nature. 

3.  He  says  the  8th  art.  is  scrupled  by  nnmy  conformists, 
because  it  reqaires  the  damnatory  clauses  of  the  Athanaaian 
Creed  to  be  wholly  received  and  believed.  What  kind  of 
conformists  these  are  I  know  not  ;•  but  I  have  shewn  eUe- 
where,  that  their  scruples  would  have  been  no  less,  about 
these  damnatory  clauses,  in*  the  Church  of  France. 

4.  He  says,  bishop  Taylor  was  against  the  9th  art  aboui 
original  sin.  Then,  I  say,  he  was  against  the  10th  and  llth 
art.  of  the  French  confession.  A  private  man's  opinion  is 
no  reason  for  the  Church  to  throw  away  her  doctrine :  but 
if  he  does  bishop  Taylor  wrong,  he  must  answef  for  it 

5.  Many,  called  Arminians,  are  against  the  10th  art 
which  says,  we  have  no  power  to  do  good  works  without  the 
grace  of  God  preventing  us.  It  was  kindly  done  of  Mr.  B. 
to  put  the  Arminians  among  those  good  men,  whose  scru- 
ples ought  to  be  considered:  but  neither  the  assembly  of 
divines,  who  drew  up  the  Confession  of  Faith  to  be  presented 
to  the  parliament  in  1646,  nor  the  French  Church,  ever  had 


*  Sec  also  OaUin  Admoo.  uU.  ad  Westphal.  p.  714k 
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any  regard  lo  such  scruples.  For  the  Torraer  decreed, "  that 
man  by  his  full  inlo  a  Btate  of  sin,  hatli  wholly  lost  all  ability 
of  will  lo  any  spiritual  good  accompanying  salvation :  bo  as 
0  natural  man  bcin^  altogether  averse  from  that  good,  and 
dead  id  sin,  is  not  able  by  Eiis  own  strength,  to  convert  him- 
self,  or  to  prepare  himself  thereto."  See  the  advice  of  the 
Assembly  of  Div.  to  the  Pari.  cap.  9.  Art  3.  And  for  the 
olher,  I  have  proved  before  in  the  chapter  about  subscrip* 
lion,  that  the  French  Church  obliged  all  her  ministeni  not 
only  to  8ub*icrtbe,  but  swear  to  the  Decrees  of  the  Synod 
of  Dort  against  the  Arminians ;  and  made  almost  an  hun- 
dred canons  of  her  own  in  one  Synod  to  secure  the  same 
paints  against  them.  How  comes  this  then  to  bo  a  charge 
also  against  the  Church  of  England  for  want  of  moderatioD  1 
6.  Bill  many  conformists  are  against  those  words  of  the 
Ilth  art.  "We  are  accounted  righteous  before  God  only  for 
tbe  merit  of  Christ."  I  doubt  Mr.  B.  was  mistaken  in  hie 
tnen,  and  does  them  manifest  wrongs  for  I  never  yet  heard 
of  any  such  conformists.  But  if  any  such  there  be,  th^ 
must  be  as  much  against  the  protestant  doc-trine  of  justiG- 
calion  in  all  other  CburchsR  ;  and  particularly  the  iSth  art. 
of  the  French  confission,  »hit:h  says,  "  no  believe  that  our 
whole  righteousness  is  founded  in  the  remission  of  our  sins; 
which,  as  David  saith,  is  our  only  happiness.  Wherefore 
we  do  utterly  reject  all  other  means,  by  which  men  think 
tbey  may  be  justified  before  Godj  and  casting  away  all 
opinioD  of  our  virtues  and  merits,  we  do  altogether  rest  upon 
the  sole  obedience  of  Jesus  Christ,"  &c. 

As  for  Mr.  B.'s  reason,  which  he  brings  to  prove,  that 
Ibe  conformists  contradict  this  article ;  because  they  say, 
there  is  a  subordinate  righteousness  spoken  of  in  Scripture  ; 
Calvin  has  long  ago  proved  that  to  be  a  mistake,  or  rather  a 
sophism  in  argumentation.  For  things  that  are  subordinate 
do  not  contradict  one  another ;  as  he  argues  well  against 
6m  Council  of  Trent.  "  We  freely  confess,  that  the  good 
works  of  the  faithful  are  sometimes  honoured  with  the  title 
of  righteousness.  But  forasmuch  as  all  the  whole  worth  of 
such  works  flows  from  no  other  fountain  but  that  of  free 
grace,  it  would  be  absurd  to  say  they  take  olT  any  from  that. 
d2 
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Why  do  they  not  remember,  what  they  learned  when  they 
were  boys  at  school,  that  what  is  subordinate  to  another 
thing,  does  not  contradict  it."  Antidot.  Concii.  Trid.  sess. 
vi.  tom.  viii.  p.  245. 

If  Calvin  had  had  to  do  with  Mr.  B.  he  would  have  sent 
him  to  school  again  with  the  Fathers  of  Trent,  to  have 
learned  that  a  subordinate  righteousness  does  not  contradict 
our  being  accounted  righteous  only  for  the  merits  of  Christ. 

7.  He  says,  many  think  that  good  works  spring  not  ne- 
cessarily from  faith,  as  the  12th  art  speaks,  but  freely. 
But  if  any  think  so,  they  are  ignorant  objectors,  and  con- 
tend about  words  to  no  purpose.  For  necessarily  and  freely 
do  not  always  contradict  one  apother.  However,  the  22d 
art.  of  the  French  has  the  very  same  word. 

8.  Many  think  that  merit  of  congruity  may  be  held, 
against  the  Idth  art.  *^  And  that  men  by  natural  or  ante- 
cedent works  may  be  made  meet  to  receive  grace ;  which 
Dr.  Hammond  in  his  annotations  seemeth  mudi  to  insist 
upon,  under  the  name  of  probity.^'  But  does  the  Dr.  ever 
say  that  men  by  mere  natural  works,  done  without  all  Grace, 
may  deserve  Grace  1  does  he  own  this  merit  of  congruity  ? 
Does  he  not  always  ascribe  all  goodness  to  the  Grace  of 
God?  Even  the  probity  he  speaks  of,  was  an  effect  of 
Grace,  in  such  Jewish  proselytes  as  Cornelius,  and  such 
other  devout  men,  who  feared  God,  and  wrought  righteous- 
ness, and  were  accepted  of  Him,  Act.  10.  35.  But  the  Dr.'s 
authority,,  right  or  wrong,  must  be  made  use  of  to  justify 
Pelagians,  and  such  good  men,  who  have  scruples  upon 
them  about  the  Grace  of  God,  and  man's  natural  ability  to 
do  good. 

9.  His  next  concern  is  for  Dr.  Hammond  again,  and  hi» 
followers,  who  subscribe  the  14th  art.  and  yet  "  write  for 
good  works  over  and  above  God's  commandments,  as  only 
counselled  by  God,  and  voluntarily  done;  which  this  article 
calls  arrogancy  and  impiety."  That  which  the  Article  con- 
demns is  the  popish  doctrine  of  works  of  supererogation ; 
that  is,  ''  such  voluntary  works,  whereby  men  declare,  that 
they  do  not  only  render  unto  God  as  much  as  they  are 
bound  to  do ;  but  that  they  do  more  for  his  sake  than  of 
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boundeD  duty  is  required;  wlicrciiN  Christ  saith  plaioly, 
"  When  ye  have  done  all  ihat  aro  commanded  you,  say, 
Vie  are  unprofiluble  servants.'  "  If  Dr.  Hammond,  or  any  of 
his  followers,  writ  for  works  of  sepererogation  agaibat  this 
Article,  the  Church  had  no  reason  to  consider  their  scruplea : 
for  ibis  is  the  doctrine  of  all  Protestant  Churches.  But  if 
Mr.  B.  again  charges  them  falsely,  he  ajone  must  answer 
for  it. 

10.  He  says  next,  the  lath  art,  is  denied  by  them  that 
think  infants  sinless  when  baptised.  What  then  must  these 
good  men's  scruples  also  be  considered,  and  the  Church 
cashier  this  article,  which  only  asserts  Christ's  prerogative, 
■gainst  the  papists,  of  being  the  only  person  in  our  nature 
that  ever  was  wilhout  sin  1  This  were  to  own  not  only  the 
Virgin  Mary,  but  all  other  infants,  to  be  born  without  origi- 
nal sin,  and  to  ^ivt*  a  su|ierKodcns  lo  the  9th  Article,  and 
this  together,  contrary  to  the  doctrine  of  all  other  Protestant 
Churches. 

H.  Many  deny  falling  from  Grace  given,  against  the  16th 
art.  But  did  ever  any  good  Christian  deny  falling  from 
Grace  in  the  sense  of  the  Article ;  that  is,  falliqg  into  deadly 
un  after  baptism'?  Let  us  hear  the  words  of  the  Article 
itself:  "  Not  every  deadly  sin,  willingly  committed  after 
baptism,  is  the  sin  against  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  unpardon- 
able. Wherefore  the  grant  of  repentance  is  not  to  be 
denied  to  such  as  fall  into  sin  after  baptism.  After  we  have 
recffved  the  Holy  Ghost,  we  may  depart  from  Grace  given, 
and  foil  into  sin,  and  by  the  Grace  of  God  we  may  rise 
again,  and  amend  our  lives  ;  and  therefore  they  are  to  be 
condemned,  who  say,  they  can  no  more  sin,  as  long  as  they 
live  bere  j  or  deny  place  of  forgiveness  to  such  as  truly  re- 
pent." Here  falling  from  Grace  given,  is  explained  by  fall- 
mg  into  deadly  sin  after  baptism,  which  none  ever  denied, 
except  Catharists  or  Libertines,  v4io  call  their  foulest  vices 
no  una  after  regeneration  ;  if  learned  men  give  us  a  true 
account  of  their  doctrine."  And  would  the  Church  do  well 
(o  favour  these  men's  scruples  also  ? 

12.  He  says.  Dr.  Hammond  and  his  followers  seem  to 

.  xvlii.  torn.  vill.  p.  S69. 

e  Scriplurs.  Thoi.  i.  n.  9.  p.  69. 
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deny  the  absolute  election  described  in  the  1 7th  art.  This 
is  but  faintly  spoken,  he  durst  not  charge  them  home  here. 
They  only  seem  to  deny  it :  then  perhaps  Mr.  B.  misunder- 
stood Ihem,  and  they  did  not  deny  it.  But  if  they  did/  the 
Church  is  not  obliged  to  alter  her  doctrme  in  compliment 
to  them,  no  more  than  the  Dutch  or  French  Churches  did^ 
out  of  respect  to  Arminius,  in  tlie  Synods  of  Dort  an4  Cha- 
renton. 

13.  But  many  good  men  think  some  are  saved  that  live 
up  to  the  light  of  nature ;  ''  And  yet  the  18th  art.  curseth 
them  that  say  so.''  Mr.  B.  does  not  deal  fairly  with  thb 
Article ;  for  he  leaves  out  the  principal  thing  upon  whidi 
the  curse  is  laid  ;  which  is,  that  salvation  may  be  had  other 
ways  than  by  the  name  of  Christ.  The  words  of  the  Article 
are  these ;  "  They  are  to  be  had  accursed,  that  presume  to 
say,  that  every  man  shall  be  saved  by  the  law,  or  sect, 
which  he  professeth ;  so  that  he  be  diligent  to  ftame  his 
life  according  to  that  law,  and  the  light  of  nature.  For 
Holy  Scripture  doth  set  out  unto  us  only  the  name  of  Jesus 
Christ,  whereby  men  must  be  saved.'' 

Now  there  .is  a  great  difference  between  saying,  every 
man  shall  be  saved  by  the  law  or  sect  which  he  professeth, 
without  any  regard  to  the  name  or  merit  of  Christ ;- and 
saying,  some  are  saved  that  live  up  to  the  light  of  nature, 
when  those,  who  say  it,  affirm  at  the  same  time,  that  they 
are  not  saved  by  virtue  of  the  Law  of  Nature,  though 
that  be  the  only  law  they  have  to  walk  by,  but  by'^d^e 
name  and  merit  of  Christ,  without  which  no  one  can  be 
saved.  The  one  is  expressly  condemned  and  accursed  in 
the  article ;  but  some  think  the  other  is  not  so,  because  it 
derogates  nothing  from  the  death  and  satisfaction  of  Christ, 
who  may  be  a  Saviour  by  God's  infinite  mercy  to  some, 
who  never  had  any  more  than  a  virtual  and  implicit  know- 
ledge of  Him.  The  one  is  a  doctrine  of  the  Alcoran,  invent- 
ed on  purpose  to  promote  the  policy  of  the  Turkish  empire ; 
the  other  a  doctrine  embraced  by  Christians  of  note  in  all 
ages,  from  Justin  Martyr  to  Zuinglius,and  the  reformation ; 
and,  by  those  that  embrace  it,  is  not  thought  contrary  to  the 
present  Article;  though  Mr.  B.  makes  them  flatly  contradict 
one  another. 
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But  however  that  matter  be,  it  is  certain  the  Church  of 
England  advaDctis  no  other  doctrine,  than  is  delivered  io 
Ac^erul  Articles  of  ttie  French  Confession,  more  e§pecially 
the  I3lh  and  17th  which  says,  "  that  the  sacrifice  of  Christ 
is  the  only  thing  tlmt  reconciles  us  unto  God ;  and  that  there 
is  uo  other  means  or  remedy,  whereby  to  obtain  remisaioa 
of  sins,  but  only  his  death  for  our  sakes.  If  no,  salvation 
43niiot  be  attained  by  tiie  law  of  nature,  excluding  the  name 
«f  Christ. 

1-1  His  next  exception  is  in  favour  of  the  Churchmen, 
Mho  "  like  not  the  descripUon  given  of  the  visible  Church 
in  the  19th  art,  nnd  think  that  the  Church  of  Rome  never 
erred  in  matters  of  faith  ;  contrary  to  what  is  there  asserted." 
But  what  is  that  description  of  the  visiblo.  Church,  vrhich 
they  dislike  ?  Why,  "  That  it  is  a.  congragation  of  faith- 
ful ineu,  in  which  the  pure  Word  of  God  is  preached,  and 
die  siicraments  are  duly  administered,  according  to  Christ's 
onJcnance,  in  all  those  thing's  that  of  necessity  are  requisite 
10  the  Hime."  And  are  there  any  churchmen  that  dislike 
iliis  1  Yes,  because  there  is  no  mention  of  bishops  or  their 
government  in  it.  And  would  Mr.  B.  have  Uked  it  ever  the, 
letter  if  there  had  ?  No,  but  lie  is  concerned  for  the 
■churcfamm,  who  cannot  subscribe  this  Article,  but  contrary 
lo  their  Judgment.  But  these  episcopal  churchmen  have 
<^leD  told  him  and  others,  that  it  is  not  contrary  to  their 
Judgment  to  subscribe  this  Article :  for  in  all  their  disputes 
with  tlie  {wpists,  they  never  require  more  than  these  two 
notes  of  the  Church.  They  say  with  Bishop  Andrews, 
"  that  though  episcopal  government  be  of  divine  institution, 
yet  is  not  so  absolutely  necessary,  as  that  there  can  be  no 
Church,  nor  sacraments,  nor  salvahon  without  it.  Ua  is 
blind  that  sees  not  many  Churches  flourishing  without  it; 
and  be  must  have  an  heart  as  hard  as  iron,  that  will  deny 
them  salvation.  Something  may  be  wanting,  that  is  of 
DKine  right,  in  the  exterior  regimen  of  the  Church ;  and  yet 
salvation  be  obtained  theerin."  Respons.  ad  2.  Epist.  Moli- 
nsi,  inter  Opusc.  p.  176. 

Now  this  is  the  case  of  the  French  Church,  which  bishop 
Andrews  and  his  followers  allow  to  have  all  the  necessary 
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and  essential  notes  of  a  true  Church,  though  episcopal 
gfovernment  was  never  settled  among*  them.        i 

On  the  other  hand,  the  French  Churches  furnish  the  epis- 
copal divines  with  arguments  against  Mr.  B.  and  their  other 
adversaries.  For  they  say,  that  where  episcopal  government 
and  superiority  is  regularly  settled  in  any  Church,  there  it 
is  so  far  necessary  to  submit  to  it,  as  that  they^  who  do  other- 
wise, are  guilty  of  raising  a  schism  in  the  Church.  So  that 
though  episcopal  government  be  not  an  essential  note  of  the 
Church,  where  it  cannot  be  had ;  yet  it  is  so  far  necessary 
to  the  well-being  of  a  Church,  where  it  is  legally  establish- 
ed, and  may  be  had,  that  it  is  schismatical  to  attempt  any 
innovations,  or  raise  stirs  and  divisions  about  it.  And  if  thus 
much  be  granted  to  these  episcopal  divines,  they  will  have 
no  need  to  have  .episcopal  government  put  into  the  article 
as  a  third  note  of  the  Church;  though  the  good  men,  the 
Brownists,  were  once  for  having  discipline  made  a  third 
note ;  and  so  aggrieved  for  the  want  of  it,  that  they  un- 
churched the  Church  of  England,  and  forsook  her  com- 
munion upon  it;  and  I  wonder  Mr.  B.  should  forget  to  men- 
tion their  scruples  also  here,  as  fit  to  be  considered. 

But  Mr.  B.'s  eye  was  only  upon  the  churchmen,  whom  he 
would  fain  charge  with  opposition  to  this  Article:  therefore 
he  says  further,  some  of  them  deny  that  the  Church  of 
Rome  hath  erred  defide.  I  have  heard  of  some  churchmen, 
who  would  charitably  think,  that  the  fundamentals  of 
Christianity  have  been  all  along  preserved  among  the  cor- 
ruptions of  the  Romish  Church;  but  I  never  heard  of  any 
that  undertook  her  vindication  so  far,  as  to  say,  she  was 
never  guilty  of  any  errors  in  matters  of  faith :  and  if  Mr. 
B,  knew  any  such,  he  would  have  done  well  to  have  named 
them.  But  admit  there  were  any,  their  dissent  is  no  argu- 
ment to  the  Church  to  alter  her  doctrine,  which  is  the  same 
that  is  maintained  in  all  the  reformed  Churches.  I  will  here 
rebite  the  28th  art.  of  the  French  confession  ;  and  let  the 
reader  Judge,  whether  it  does  not  rather  bear  harder  upon 
the  Romish  Church  for  her  errors,  than  our  Article  does. 
**  We  protest  that  where  the  word  of  God  is  not  received, 
nor  any  profession  of  obedience  made  to  it,  and  where  there 
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w  no  use  of  tlie  racraments,  tliat  there,  properly  speaking, 
we  CHonot  Judge  there  is  any  Church.  Therefore  we  con- 
deoiti  the  popish  aBScmbhcs,  because  the  pure  Word  of  Gnd 
is  banished  out  of  them ;  and  also  the  sacraments  of  faith 
corrupted,  adulterated,  falsified,  or  even  abolished ;  and  for 
that  all  kinds  of  superstitions  and  idolatries  reign  in  them. 
TTierefore  we  hold,  rliat  all  those,  who  join  in  such  actions, 
and  commuDJcate  with  them,  do  separate  themselves  from 
the  body  of  Christ.  Yet  because  there  are  some  small  foot- 
atepH  of  a  Church  in  the  papacy,  and  the  substance  of  bap- 
tism remains  among  them,  the  cthciicy  of  which  depends  not 
upon  him  that  administers  it ;  wc  confess  that  they,  that  are 
baptised  there,  do  not  need  a  second  baptism," 

CaltiD  speaks  much  after  the  same  manner  in  his  Ict^ 
(er  to  Zozinus,  p.  51.  "  Sic  papist  is  detrahimus  ec- 
clesue  nomen,  ut  lamen  illic  quasdam  manere  reliquias 
tccUsitP  non  negemus.  We  so  deny  the  name  of  a  Church 
to  papists,  as  only  to  say,  there  remain  some  relicn  of  a 
Church  among  them."  Upon  which  account  he  thinks  hnp- 
tisna  administered  by  them  to  be  valid,  though  it  bo  adminis- 
tered by  idolaters,  and  corrupted  by  their  superstitions. 
See  also  his  2d  Epistle  to  Zozinus,  p.  57.  And  his  Epistle 
loFarel,  p,  258. 


That  the  Church's  Power  to  decree  Rites  and  Ceremonies, 
according  to  the  20lh  Art.  is  acknowledged  by  the  French 
Church. 

Many  and  various  are  the  objections  against  this  part  of 
the  30th  Art  That  the  Church  hath  power  to  decree,  rites, 
or  ceremonies.  1,  Some  say,  all  ceremonies  are  to  be  left 
to  Christian  liberty,  and  therefore  the  Church  has  no  power 
to  enjoin  any.     So  the  Scotch  minister  told  king  James, 


44  TUB   FRENCH   CHURCHES   APOLOGY 

coDtomacyy  tumults  aud  dissensions  out  of  the  Church  ;  and 
preserve  its  peace  and  tranquility  inviolable^  He  g-ives 
several  instances  in  each  kind,  and  then  concludes  with 
these  remarkable  words ;  *^  Ita  omnes  eeclesiasiiras  con- 
siiiutianes,  qmu  pro  Sanctis  ei  saltUaribus  recipimuSy  in 
duo  capita  referre  licet :  aUertje  enim  ad  ritus  et  ceremoni- 
as,  altera  ad  disciplinam  et  pacem  respidunt.  All  ecclest- 
astical  laws,  which  we  esteem  holy  and  useful,  may  be  re- 
ferred to  these  two  Reads;  such  as  relate  to  rites  and  cere- 
monies,  and  such  as  relate  to  discipline  and  peace.^"*  Ibid. 
Numb.  28.  &  29. 

Can  any  one  speak  plainer  to  the  sense  of  (he  Article 
than  this  ?  If  ecclesiastical  laws  made  about  rites  and  cere- 
monies^ may  be  holy  and  useful/  then  doubtless  the  Church 
has  power  to  decree  them. 

In  the  next  paragraph  he  answers  the  scruples  of  those 
whom  he  terms  over  timorous  men,  nimis  meticulosos,  who 
with  the  Flaccians  in  Germany,  and  our  Brownists  in  Eng-- 
land,  rejected  all  Church  laws  about  rites  and  ceremonies, 
as  mere  human  inventions,  because  they  were  not  particu- 
larly prescribed  in  the  word  of  God.     To  these  he  answers, 
*^  that  such  laws  are  founded  on  the  authority  of  Scripture, 
and  so  are  both  human  and  divine.^^     Which  he  illustrates 
by  the  instance  of  kneeling  at  public  prayer,  which  is  the 
law  of  France  and  Geneva.     '^  If  it  be  asked/^  says  he, 
"  whether  this  be  an  human  tradition,  which  any  man  may 
refuse  or  neglect  at  pleasure:  I  answer,  it  is  s6  human,  as 
also  to  be  divine.     It  is  of  God,  as  it  is  part  of  that  decency 
commended  to  us  by  the  Apostle,  i  Cor.  14. 40.    But  it  is  of 
men,  as  it  particularly  points  out  and  specifies  what  the 
Scripture  only  declared  in  general.     By  this  one  example 
we  may  make  an  estimate  of  all  things  of  this  kind.     For- 
asmuch as  Christ  hath  not  only  fully  comprised,  but  also 
clearly  expounded  to  us  in  His  Holy  Oracles,  the  whole 
sum  of  true  righteousness,  and  all  the  parts  of  Divine  worship, 
and  whatever  is  necessary  to  salvation ;  in  these  things  we 
are  only  to  hear  our  Master.     But  in  outward  discipline  and 
ceremonies.  He  would  not  particularly  prescribe  what  we 
should  do,  because  He  foresaw  that  would  depend  upon  the 
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JlfTerenl  condition  of  times,  tind  He  did  not  judg;e  one  form 
aj^reeable  to  ail  ag'es:  tliereforc  in  this  case  we  must  have 
Tetourse  to  those  general  rules  He  hns  left  us,  and  thereby 
st^uare  those  laws  that  are  proper  to  be  made  for  the  preser- 
vation of  order  and  decency  in  the  Church." 

This  is  a  full  answer  upon  true  principles,  to  those  who 
condemn  all  ceremonies  as  huiDan  inventions  in  the  wor- 
ship of  God,  that  are  not  particularly  commanded  in  Scrip- 
ture, It  were  easy  to  add  many  other  testimonies  out  of 
Calvin's  Epistles,  and  Beza,  Spanhcim,  Chamier,  Amyrault, 
Rivet,  Turretin,  &c.  but  as  some  of  these  have  been  pro- 
duced by  others,  bo  I  need  not  heap  up  authorities  in  so 
plain  a  matter.  I  only  add  the  advice  which  Calvin  gave  to 
t'arel,  and  wish  all  who  are  concerned  would  follow  it, 
"  Use  your  endeavour,  ihat  the  brethren  may  not  perti- 
naciously contend  about  ceremonies:  we  are  free  from  all 
men,  yet  let  us  be  the  servants  of  peace  and  concord.  Noe' 
ah  omnibus  Uberi,  servi  si'mus  pads  et  concordiis."'  Tbey 
are  words  fit  to  be  written  in  letters  of  gold,  and  would  all 
men  but  follow  (he  direclion  which  is  given,  we  should  have 
no  disputes  about  ceremonies  in  the  Church,  Vide  Calvin. 
Ep.  v.adFarel.  p.  5. 

Bui  ains,  rncn  have  been  ^a  ttrritied  with  frightful  argii- 
meots  against  ecclesiastical  laws  about  rites  and  ceremonies, 
that  ihey  are  scarce  themselves  when  they  think  of  them. 
They  have  been  made  to  believe,  that  it  is  usurping  dominion 
over  their  conseiencies,  a  depriving  them  of  their  Christian 
liberty,  adding  to  the  Word  of  God,  inventing  new  sacra- 
ments, and  imposing  other  necessary  terms  of  salvation 
upon  them, more  than  uhat Cliristappointed.  Now  though 
it  might  be  sufficient  to  answer  all  this  in  general,  by  saying, 
that  whatever  force  there  is  in  any  of  these  objections,  it 
holds  as  well  against  ibe  French  Church  as  ours,  whose 
doctrine  I  Lave  t^hewn  to  be  the  same :  yet  because  these 
arguments  are  popular,  and  gain  by  noise  and  terror,  what 
tbey  could  not  do  by  strength,  1  will  consider  them  distinct- 
ly, and  shew  what  answers  are  given  to  each  of  them  in 
particular,  by  ihe  best  writers  of  the  French  Church. 
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CHAP.   IV. 

7%a/  to  decree  Rites  and  Ceremonies,  is  no  usurpin0 
Dominion  over  Men*s  Consciences,  or  infringing  their 
Christian  tdberty. 

The  ground  of  this  objection  is  only  the  false  notion  men 
have  entertained  of  the  freedom  of  conscience  and  Christian 
liberty ;  which  consists  not  in  being  set  free  from  obedience 
to  human  laws  and  decrees,  whether  of  Church  or  state, 
for  we  are  obliged  to  obey  for  conscience  sak^,  but  it  is  an 
internal  liberty  of  the  mind,  which  cannot  be  bound  to  take 
any  doctrine  or  law  to  be  of  absolute  necessity  to  salvation, 
but  only  such  as  are  imposed  upon  it  expressly  by  God  alone. 
For  no  king  nor  Church  can  make  new  articles  of  fiiith  for 
us  to  believe,  nor  impose  their  laws  with  an  opinion  of  ab- 
solute and  immutable  necessity,  as  if  the  things  commanded 
were  not  indifferent  in  their  own  nature,  but  simply  *and  uni- 
versally necessary,  so  as  no  human  power  could  alter  them 
upon  any  occasion  whatsoever :  for  so  to  tie  up  the  cons- 
cience belongs  only  to  God.  .  But  if  our  judgment  be  left 
free  as  to  the  nature  of  indifferent  things,  then  it  is  no  usurp- 
ing dominion  over  our  consciences,  or  infringing  our  Chris- 
tian liberty,  though  we  be  restrained  in  the  outward  act, 
upon  just  reasons,  by  the  laws  of  Church  or  state.  For 
charity  restrains  our  Christian  liberty  in  some  cases  without 
infringing  it,  and  so  may  the  laws  of  just  authority  in 
others. 

This  is  the  resolution  of  Calvin,*  Rivet,  and  Spanheim, 
whose  authorities  are  produced  at  large  by  Dr.  Dure!.  I  add 
that  of  Beza,  in  his  epistle  to  the  French  Church  in  London ; 
where  he  has  these  words  of  the  same  import.  ^'  Forasmuch 


•  CaWin.  Inst.  lib.  iv.  c.  10.  n.  81.    RWel.  Synop.  Pur.  Theol.  Disp.  S5. 
n.  89.    SpaDheim,  Thes.  de  Libert.  Christ. 
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u  the  Spirit  of  Ood  cooiiiiBiids  lu  t«  Bid>mil  to  ereiy  ordi- 
UDce  of  Biaa,  u  well  tbe  nagistiate,  wbo  is  the  gnaidiui 
of  political  order,  as  also  thoae  who  ^^side  aod  watch  of  «r 

onr  souls : — It  follows,  that  he  abuses  his  Christian  liherty, 
who  obeys  not  wiUing'ly  either  the  magistrate,  or  those  who 
are  set  over  him  in  the  Lord."     Beza,  Ep.  24.  p.  151. 

Again  p.  155.  "The  use  of  indifferent  things  may  be  re- 
strained, either  by  a  civil  or  ecclesiastical  constitution.  For 
thoug'h  God  only  can  properly  bind  the  conscience,  yet  atf 
far  as  cither  the  magistrate,  who  is  the  minister  of  God, 
jndgfes  it  convenient  for  the  commonwealth,  that  something 
in  its  own  nature  lawful,  should  not  be  done  ;  or  the  Chnrcb 
having  respect  to  order,  decency  and'ediBcation,  makes  laws 
about  indifferent  things;  such  laws  are  carefully  to  be  ob- 
served by  the  faithful ;  who  are  bound  in  conscience,  not 
VnoH'iugly  and  wittingly  with  a  rebellious  mind,  cither  todo 
fvhat  is  prohibited,  or  omit  uhat  is  comfuauded. 

Beza  did  not  think  Church  laws  about  rites  and  ceremo- 
nies were  against  men's  consciences,  when  he  requires  sub- 
lAisMon  to  them  for  conscience  sake.  So  does  also  their 
lale  eminent  professor  at  Geneva,  Mr.  Turretin,andhis  con- 
tractor Ritssetiius  ;  saying,  "  that  obedience  is  due  to  fau- 
man  laws,  whether  political,  or  ecclesiastical,  and  that  for 
conscience  sake.— Pastors  have  power  to  make  canons  and 
constitutions  about  indifferent  things,  which  concern  hot 
faith  and  worship,  bat  decency  and  order ;  such  as  time  aad 
place,  and  the  forins  and  rules  of  prayer,  and  sermons,  and 
administration  of  sacraments,  and  fastings,"  &c,  Riissen, 
Compend.  Turretin,  p.  2SS. 

They  all  say,  indeed,,that  sach  Canons  do  not  direcll)^ 
and  immediately  oblige  the  conscience,  asGod's  laws  do,  by 
virtue  of  any  intrinsic  puvcer  of  their  own  ;  but  their  obliga- 
tory power  is  from  the  command  of  God,  who  bids  us  obey 
them  for  conscience  sake.  But  this  distinction,  as  explained 
by  them  against  the  papists,  though  mistaken  by  some,  does 
very  mnch  confirm  what  I  have  been  asserting,  that  it  is  not 
against  conscience  and  Christian  liberty  to  obey  the  decrees 
of  the  Church,  provided  they  be  not  thrust  upon  us  as  the 
unalterable  commands  of  God,  or  prescribe  in  matters  of  faith 
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and  subotantials  of  God^s  worship,  which  they  have  no 
power  to  meddle  with,  but  only  indifferent  things,  and  cir- 
cumstantials of  religion. 


CHAP.  V. 

Thai  to  decree  Rites  and  Ceremonies  is  not  to  add  to  the 

tVordo/God. 

This  objection  proceeds  upon  the  same  mistaken  princi- 
ple with  the  former;  to  wit,  that  the  Scripture  has  prescribed 
not  only  the  substantial,  but  also  the  circumstantials  of 
religious  worship,  and  that  it  is  unlawful  to  use  any  rite 
or  ceremony  not  expressly  enjoined  in  Scripture.     The  ab- 
surdity of  which  principle  is  sufficiently  exposed  by  learned 
men,*  who  shew,  that  it  is  impossible  to  have  any  religious 
worship  at  all,  if  this  principle  should  thoroughly  prevail. 
Al{  I  am  hereto  prove  is,  that  it  is  no  doctrine  of  the  French 
Church  to  assert,  that  the  decreeing  rites  and  ceremonies  ia 
adding  to  the  Word  of  God.    They  have  often  occasion  to 
speak  of  this  in  their  disputes  with  the  papists,  whom  they 
urge  with  this  argument  against  unwritten  traditions;  so 
that  we  cannot  be  at  a  loss  to  know  their  sense  about  it. 
Chamier  has  two  or  three  whole  chapters  against  Bellarmm 
and  others  upon  this  very  point,  that  it  is  unlawful  to  add  to 
the  Word  of  God  :  but  then  he  explains  his  meaning  to  be 
only  in  matters  of  faith  and  manners  necessary  to  salvation. 
'^  If  nothing  be  to  be  added  to  the  Scripture,  nor  taken  from 
it,  then  the  Scripture  perfectly  contains  all  things  necessary 
to  salvation.'^    Tom.  I.  de  Canone,  lib.  8.  c.  6.  n.  1. 

He  does  not  say  the  Scripture  contains  all  rites  and  cere- 
monies that  are  lawful  to  be  used,  and  that  to  use  any  other, 
is  to  add  to  the  Word  of  God :  no,  he  expressly  denies  that 

•  Dr.  Sherlock*8  Defence  of  Dr.  Stil.  c.  ii.  p.  3*.     Dr.  Whitby,  Prot. 
Reconcil.  part.  2. 
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to  bei  any  part  of  the  controversy.  Therefore  when  Hoaius 
BTg-ed,  that  the  reformed  Churches  were  as  much  guilty  of 
adding'  to  the  Word  of  God  as  the  papists,  because  they  had 
Mveral  new  rites  and  customs  not  to  be  fonnd  in  Scripture ; 
"  he  charges  him  with  ignorance  of  the  thing  in  dispute,  for 
toTniog  the  controversy  from  doctrines  of  faiUi,  to  points  of. 
di^cipliDC  and  ceremony,  which  Christians  have  always 
ilioaght  to  be  matters  of  free  observation."  Ibid.  lib.  9.  c. 
11.  D.  3. 

He  instances  in  the  custom  of  singing  the  Psalms  promia- 
enously,  men  and  women  together,  and  singing  them  in 
French  rhymes,  "  They  say,"  saya  he,  "  this  is  not  to  be 
found  in  Scripture.  But  what  they  infer  from  thence,  that  we 
ndd  to  the  Word  of  God  as  much  as  they,  is  weak  and  foolish. 
As  if  this  were  to  be  reckoned  among  articles  of  faith,  which 
ought  to  be  alwayn  the  same;  and  not  among  matters  of 
decency  and  order,  which  may  be  changed  according  as  the 
itifiercnce  of  place,  limes  and  persons  requires.  In  all  such 
Diatlers  as  rites  and  ceremonies,  St.  Austin's  counsel  is  best 
to  be  followed,  which  he  gives  in  his  119th  epistle,  una  tn 
Am  aaluberrima  regula  tenenda  est,  Sfc.  There  is  one  safe 
rule  to  be  observed  in  these  ;  that  whalever  things  we  see  or 
know  to  be  ordained  in  any  Church,  which  are  not  contrary 
to  faith  nor  good  manners,  and  have  any  thing  in  them  to 
excite  as  to  good  life,  we  should  not  only  not  condemn  them, 
bat  coanneitd  and  imitate  them,  if  the  weakness  of  some  do 
BOt  BO  far  hinder,  that  it  would  be  more  harm  than  good  to 
do  it."    Thus  far  Chamier  in  tlie  same  place,  n.  5. 

From  whence  it  is  plain ,  that  the  crime  of  adding  to 
the  Word  of  God  is  not  committed  by  appointing  new  rites 
and  ceremonies  not  commanded  in  Scripture;  but  in  pro- 
poanding  new  doctrines  of  faith  and  manners,  which  God 
has  not  commanded  as  things  necessary  to  salvation.  And 
the  reason,  which  Chamier  gives  for  this  difference,  is  very 
wood  and  rational:  because  the  one  are  precisely  deter- 
mined by  God ;  the  other  not  so,  but  left  to  the  liberty  and 
discretion  of  every  Church,  to  determine  as  she  sees  occa- 
sion, by  that  general  rule  of  the  Apostle ;  "  let  all  things  be 
done  decently  and  in  order."     , 

fOL.  VIll.  E 
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Dr.  Rivet  states  the  question  about  adding  unwritten  tra- 
ditions to  the  Word  of  God,  after  the  very  same  manner. 
'*  The  question,"  says  he,  "  is  not  about  things  pertaining 
to  decency  and  order  in  ecclesiastical  assemblies,  the  cir- 
cumstances of  which,  we  confess,  are  not  found  particular- 
ized in  Scripture ;  but  only  general  rules,  out  of  which 
Church  governors,  whose  duty  it  is.  to  keep  order  in  the 
Church,  may  with  prayer  to  God,  and  consideration  of  cir- 
cumstances, appoint  what,  and  how  far  any  thing  is  to  be 
observed  in  the  Church.  Therefore  he  charges  the  papists 
with  changing  the  state  of  the  controversy,  from  matters  of 
faith  to  matters  of  ceremony,  when  they  object  to  protec- 
tants, that  they  add  to  the  Word  of  God  by  their  unwritten 
ceremonies,  as  much  as  papists  do  by  their  unwritten  tradi- 
tions ih  matters  of  faith.  This  he  justly  terms  false  argu- 
mentation.   Rivet,  E^ercit.  13.  in  Gen.  2«  p.  71. 

To  the  same  purpose  Peter  du  Moulin  in  his  answer  to  Per- 
ron, of  the  novelty  of  popery,  lib.  i.  c.  li.  p.  151^  speaking 
of  the  pretended  power  and  authority  of  the  Cburch  to 
add  unto  Scripture,  says  notwithstanding,  **  there  be  many 
things  that  concern  ecclesiastical  policy,  and  outward  order, 
which  we  do  not  reject,  although  they  be  not  in  Scripture ; 
provided  there  be  nothing  in  them  against  good  manners, 
and  that  they  exceed  not  in  number,  and  that  they  be  npt 
given  as  necessary  to  salvation,  and  equalled  to  the  doctrine 
of  faith  contained  in  Scripture." 

So  again  in  his  "  Buckler  of  Faith,"  or  defence  of  the 
French  confession,  against  the  exceptions  of  Arnoux  the 
Jesuit.  Arnoux  having  said,  that  the  5th  article  of  the  con- 
fession rejected  all  observations  and  customs  of  the  Church, 
under  the  notion  of  additions  to  the  Word  of  God ;  he  replies, 
that  this  was  a  misrepresentation  of  their  belief:  ^'  it  is  false, 
that  we  reject  all  traditions ;  for  besides  that  the  Scripture 
itself  is  a  tradition,  there  are  many  things  which  concern 
ecclesiastical  policy,  and  exterior  order,  which  are  not  spe- 
cified in  the  Scripture.  We  only  reject  those  traditions, 
which,  if  they  were  received,  the  consequence  would  be, 
that  the  Scripture  contained  not  all  doctrines  necessary  to 
salvation."    Buckler  of  Faith,  p.  42. 
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T^esc  alleg^tioDs  do  RufficicDtly  shew  us  (he  sense 
of  the  French  Church,  ihat  by  additiona  to  the  Word 
of  God,  they  do  not  tncau  as  our  dissenters  do,  ecclesiasti- 
cal laws  or  truditioDii  about  iDdifiercnt  rites  and  ceremouieu ; 
but  such  traditions  as  obtrude  upon  men  otlier  doctrines  of 
feilh,  and  rules  of  life,  as  necessarily  required  by  God  in 
order  to  salvation. 

1  shall  only  add  to  those  the  testimony  of  la  Blanc,  m 
tnao  famous  for  his  candour  und  skill,  in  exact  stating  of  the 
controversies  beLwi\t  protestants  and  papists.  Now  be 
tells  us,  it  is  the  "  sense  of  all  thuir  Divines,  that  a  distine- 
ironislo  be  made  betwixt  those  things,  wherein  the  sub- 
(tance  aud  body  of  Christiao  relig-ion  consists,  and  which 
aro  Decessary  by  Divine  institution,  not  only  to  form  our 
fiiith,  but  our  manners,  and  the  polity  of  the  Church  ;  and 
those  othor  things,  which  are  but  as  it  were  the  nppendices  to 
(liesiibstAnceandoroamentsof  thebody  I  and  which  neither 
in  their  own  nature  nor  by  Divine  institution,  arc  necessary, 
but  indiflerent,  and  only  received  into  use  for  the  sake  of  order 
and  decency :  such  as  many  parts  of  ecclesiastical  discipline 
appoiDted  by  canon,  and  various  rites  and  ceremoniea,  bodi 
nniversal  and  particular,  which  are  matters  of  free  obser- 
TatioD  ;  save  only,  that  no  one  by  his  owo  private  authority, 
may, or  ou«;lit  to  contemu  or  Teject  thorn.  All  things  of  the 
former  kind,  we  assert  to  bi.-  contained  in  Scripture  ;  but  not 
Ihesf  latter,  wbicli  are  only  actidenuil  to  the  faith  and 
oMDiMrs,  and  discipline  of  the  Church :  for  there  are  many 
tluBgv  appertaining  to  the  circumstances  of  Divine  worship 
and  eccleBtastical  polity,  which  we  confess  are  not  delivered 
particularly  in  Scripture ;  but  left  to  the  prudence  of 
ChiRcli-^Temors,  under  this  general  precept,  that  all 
thiags  be  done  decently,  and  in  order,  in  the  Church  of , 
Ood.  And  therefore,  he  says,  the  doctors  of  die  Romish 
Chnri^  labour  in  vain,  to  prove  the  reformed  Churches  a« 
uach  ^ilty  of  adding  to  the  Word  of  God  as  themselves ; 
bwBQse  they  observe  some  riles  and  ceremonies  in  Divine 
wwahip  and  ecclesiastical  polity,  which  are  not  parti- 
eolaily  enjowed  in  Scripture;  for  the  controversy  is  not 
E  2 
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about  these.     Le  Blanc.  Thes.  de  Scripturae  Plenitud.  part.   , 
1.  n.  6.  and  7.  p.  66. 


CHAP.  VI. 

That  the  French  Church  does  not  reject  Ceremonies,  because 
they  are  significant,  but  likes  them  the  better  upon  that 
Account. 

Some  there  are,  who  allow  the  Church  power  to  decree 
rites  and  ceremonies,  but  except  against  the  undue  use  and 
exercise  of  this  power;  by  which  they  tell  us,  she 
presumes  to  go  beyond  her  commission.  1.  In  appointing 
significant  or  symbolical  ceremonies.  2,  In  making  the 
observance  of  them  necessary  to  communion  and  salvation. 
3.  In  imposing  them  with  scandal  and  offence  to  such  as 
cannot  comply  with  them,  and  thereby  causing  schism  and 
division  in  the  Church.  Now,  though  these  objections 
concern  not  the  20th  article,  which  only  challenges  a  legal 
power  to  the  Church,  to  decree  rites  and  ceremoni.es;  yet  ^ 
because  they  are  some  of  the  most  popular  objections 
against  ceremonies,  now  that  we  are  upon  this  subject,  I 
will  here  examine  them,  by  the  rules  and  principles  com- 
monly received  in  the  French  Church;  and  shew  that  the 
Church  of  England  is  neither  so  singular,  nor  so  assuming, 
as  some  falsely  represent  her. 

First,  some  accuse  her  for  appointing  significant  ceremo- 
nies ;  whi6h  yet  is  really  a  commendation :  and  it  would  be 
a  more  real  objection,  if  they  were  otherwise.  For  to  what 
purpose  should  any  Church  appoint  useless  ceremonies,  that  < 
signify  nothing  ?  But  where  is  the  harm,  so  long  as  they 
signify  nothing  but  what  is  good  and  useful,  and  decent, 
and  becoming  the  worship  of  God?  Calvin  would  have 
liked  them  the  better  for  this  ;  for  it  is  one  of  the  conditions 
which  he  requires  in  lawful  ceremonies,  "  that  they  be  sig- 
nificant and   expressive   of    our    modesty  and   gravity  in 
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nligiouB  actions;  and  th&t  they  be  such  rites  ds  will  con- 
ciliatea  rtsTerenco  for  holy  things,  and  ho  proper  )iclp§  to 
excite  us  to  piely."  Which  sure  they  cannot  do,  without 
sig-nifyiDg  something. 

He  says  further,  "  That  the  decency  of  a  ceremony, 
consists  in  an  aptitude  to  create  veneration  for  eacred  mys- 
teries ;  HO  as  it  may  prove,  Idoneum  ad  Pietatem  Exer- 
citium,  an  exercise  conducinj^  to  devotion  ;  or  at  least,  may 
tw  such  a  con§^ruoUs  ornam<Mlt  to  the  sacred  action,  as  may 
haTO  ita  use  in  ndtnonishing  ihe  faithful  with  what  modesty, 
religion,  and  reverence  they  ought  to  handle  sacred  things. 
Calvin,  Inst.  lib.  iv.  c.  10.  n.  28,  29. 

Now  can  all  this  be  doue  by  ceremonies  that  signify 
oothing?  But  he  says  further,  "  (Jt  Pietatis  Exercitiasint 
Ceremonial,  ad  Ohrislum  recta  nos  deducant  -necesse  est  ; 
that  ceremonies  may  be  exercises  or  instruments  of  piety; 
ibey  should  be  sucli  as  will  lead  us  in  the  right  way  to 
(%rist."  But  insignificant  ceremonies  can  never  do  this; 
they  must  be  significant,  if  they  be  instructive;  and  they 
must  put  men  in  mind  of  something  that  is  good,  if  they 
bo  ioatruracnts  of  piety,  and  helps  to  devotion :  for  devotion 
is  an  internal  act  of  the  mind,  and  Citnnot  be  raised  by  out- 
ward ceremonies,  any  otherwise,  than  as  they  signify  some- 
thinir  tluit  may  move  and  effect  us  by  its  signification. 

In  another  place  he  expressly  approves  such  ceremonies 
•a are sj^nbolical.  "  Lestany  one,"  sayshe,  "shouldaccuso 
me  &liiety,  I  would  have  all  pious  readers  here  bear  mo 
witoeM,  that  I  do  not  contend  about  ceremonies,  which 
aerre  only  for  decency  and  order ;  nor  yet  against  such  as 
are  either  symbols  of  or  incitements  to  that  reverence,  which 
we  owe  to  God.  De  Reform.  Eccl.  c.  16.  p.  27S.  Vet 
itiam  Symbola  sunt  et  Incitamenta  ejus,  quam  Deo  de- 
ferimus,  Reverentiee. 

Calvin  then  did  not  think  it  was  to  appoint  new  sacra- 
nents,  if  the  church  used  any  symboblical  riles,  which  by 
their  BigniGcancy  might  put  men  in  mind  of  some  Spiritual 
dnty ,  and  be  outward  signs  to  prompt  men  to  inward  devotion. 
If  all  such  ceremonies  were  new  sacrameuts,  the  Frenclj 
Church  which  followed  Calviu's  rules  in  this  matter,  would 
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have  been  as  guilty  of  making  new  sacranients^  as  any  other: 
for  there  are  abundanoiB  of  significant  ceremonies  in  her 
Liturgy,  and  forms  of  Divine  service.  I  will  instance  in  some 
few. 

Their  Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  x.  art.  1.  requires  ''all  per- 
sons to  uncover  their  heads,  and  bow  their  knees,  both  at 
public  and  private  prayers,  in  the  church,  and  in  the  family 
for  this  reason ;  to  wit,  that  they  may  evidence  by  those 
external  signs  the  inward  humility  of  their  hearts,  and  that 
homage  which  they  pay  to  God."  Are  not  these  then  irigf- 
nificant  rites,  if  they  be  external  signs  to  evidence  and 
signify  men's  humility  and  devotion  ?  They  say,  "  The  con- 
trary customs  argue  great  irreverence,  and  give  suspicion 
of  pride,  and  scandalize  those  that  fear  God,  and  therefore 
they  reject  them.'^  Significancy,  we  see,  is  their  reason 
still :  for,  as  they  appointed  the  one,  because  they  signified 
reverence,  and  humility ;  so  they  forbid  the  other,  because 
they  signified  irreverence  and  pride,  and  were  an  hindrance 
to  odier  men^s  devotion. 

In  the  form  of  ordination  described  in  the  same  book, 
cap.  1.  art.  8.  there  are  four  significant  ceremonies  appoint- 
ed. 1.  Hie  minister,  that  ordains,  must  pray  standing 
upright  below  the  pulpit.  2.  He  must  lay  his  hands  upon 
the  head  of  the  person  to  be  ordained.  3.  He,  that  is  to  be 
ordained,  must  kneel  humbly  on  his  knees.  4.  When  he  is 
ordained,  the  ministers  must  give  him  the  right  hand  of 
fellowship  before  the  people.  And  this  form  is  unanimously 
to  be  observed  in  all  the  churches  of  the  kingdom. 

They  do  not  here  tell  us,  as  before,  what  those  ceremo- 
nies  signify,  but  the  signification  of  each  is  so  very  natural 
and  obvious,  that  there  needs  no  comment  to  explain  them. 
The  minister,  who  ordains,  prays  standing,  to  signify,  that  he 
acts  in  the  name  of  God,  and  by  His  authority.  He  lajrs 
his  hands  upon  the  head  of  the  person  to  be  ordained,,  to 
signify  the  conveyance  of  Spiritual  blessing  to  him.  The 
person  to  be  ordained,  kneels  upon  his  knees  to  signify  his 
humility.  And  when  he  is  ordained,  the  mini4sters  give 
him  the  right  hand  of  fellowship,  to  signify  that  they  now 
acknowledp^  him  for  a  fellow-labourer  and  partner  in  ih^ 
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nork  of  the  I^ord.  These  are  as  significant  ceremonies  af 
>ny  used  in  ihe  Church  of  England;  even  ns  kneeling  at 
the  comrouDion,  or  boning  at  the  name  of  Jesus,  or  signing 
with  the  sign  of  the  cross  in  Baptism  ;  and  whatever  may 
be  objected  against  the  one  for  thi-ir  significaney,  may  be 
ft>  well  objected  against  the  other.  Yea,  silling  itself  is  a 
ngnificnnt  ceremony  ;  and  some  men,  when  they  please, 
Ctn  make  use  of  its  significancy  as  an  argument,  to  prove  it 
to  be  the  most  convenient  gesture  at  the  communion  ;  be- 
cause it  signifies  our  rest  in  Christ.  So  Didoclavius  of  old 
in  Ills  A  liare  Damascertum,  "  sitting  is  commended  per  sig- 
vficaiionem  my-'Herii,  for  its  signifying  a  mystery ;  to  wit, 
our  rest  in  Christ."  And  the  authors  of  Uie  admonition  to  the 
I^rliamcni,  say,  it  betokens  rest  and  full  accomplishment 
of  legal  ceremonies  in  Christ.  See  these  authors  in  Hamoa 
L'Estrauge  Allyanc.  c.  i.  p.  29, 

One  would  hardly  have  guessed  at  this  signification,  had 
Dot  those  ritualists  expounded  it  to  us:  however,  we  are 
glad  to  find  it  has  no  worse  signification  in  England ;  for 
in  some  countries  it  has  a  signification  which  ia  intolcrubls. 
The  ftrians  in  Poland  use  it  to  signify  their  familiarity  with 
Christ  as  their  fellow  creature.  For  which  reason  it  ia  for- 
bidden by  four  general  Synods  of  Lithuania  and  Poland; 
to  wit,  the  Synods  of  Sendomeir,  Cracow,  Peterkow,  and 
Uiodislow,  which  may  bo  seen  in  the  Consensus  Polonus, 
«nd  the  Harmony  of  Confessions.  I  have  often  thought,  if 
there  was  no  other  reason  why  sitting  should  not  be  used, 
ibis  one  thing  were  enough  to  give  nny  man  a  dislike  to 
it,  that  it  is  no  where  used  as  a  necessary  posture,  save  only 
by  these  arians,  who  first  pleaded  the  example  of  our  Sa- 
TMHtr.  For  though  it  be  used  in  the  Dutch  Chnrch  (which, 
u  Dr.  Forbes  has  proved,*  ia  the  only  Protestant  Church 
that  uses  sitting,)  yet  it  is  not  used  by  them  as  any  neces- 
nty  posture,  but  as  an  indifferent  rite  and  circumstance  of 
the  sacrament,  which  may  be  used  or  not  used,  as  the 
Chnrcfa  thinks  fit:  for  they  condemn  none  that  practise 
otherwise.  And  for  the  French  Church,  they  are  so  far  frooi 
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thinking  sitting  necessary,  that  they  absolutely  forbid  it, 
and  enjoin  a  contrary  posture ;  as  I  shall  prove  when  I  come 
to  speak  particularly  to  that  point.  At  present  I  only  ob* 
serve,  that  the  significancy  of  ceremonies  is  no  just  ex- 
ception against  them,  unless  they  signify  something  that  is 
evil ;  in  which  case  they  ought  to  be  rejected,  as  the  Polish 
Churches  reject  sitting  at  the  communion  table  for  the 
reason  I  have  mentioned :  but  if  they  signify  nothing  but 
what  is  good,  and  are  useful  helps  to  stir  up  our  minds  to 
piety  and  devotion ;  then  their  significancy  is  their  com- 
i^endation ;  and  he^  that  quarrels  with  them  upon  that 
account,  must  declare  himself  an  adversary  to  Calvin  and 
all  the  French  Church.  As  Mr.  B.  in  effect  does,  when  he 
sets  himself  formally  to  prove  in  a  whole  chapter  (cap.  xii. 
of  English  Nonconf.)  that  the  cross  in  baptism  is  made  an 
human  sacrament ;  1.  Because  it  is  made  an  outward  visible 
sign  of  grace.  2.  Because  it  is  an  instituted  means  of  con- 
veying grace.  3.  Because  it  is  a  covenanting  sign.  4.  And 
a  symbol  or  badge  of  the  order  professed.  The  main  of  this 
is  a  false  charge,  but  so  much  of  it  as  is  true,  will  equally 
hold  against  Calvin,  and  all  the  French  Church.  1.  It  is 
false  that  it  is  made  any  visible  sign  of  grace.  2.  It  is  as 
false  that  it  is  made  a  covenanting  dedicating  sign  to  God  ; 
for  it  is  only  a  declarative  sign  to  man,  or  a  token  that  the 
person  baptized  is  received  into  the  Church,  and  is  obliged 
by  virtue  of  his  baptism,  to  live  as  a  member  of  Christ. 
This  being  no  more  than  what  is  common  in  all  societies,  to 
take  in  members  by  some  solemn  rite  of  admission,  in  token 
that  they  own  themselves  members  of  the  society,  as  Dr. 
Stillingfleet  well  explains  it.  Unreas.  of  Separ.  p.  360. 
3dly,  It  is  false  that  it  is  made  an  instrument  or  means  of 
conveying  grace  to  men,  unless  he  could  prove  that  the 
Church  pretends  to  apply  the  merits  of  Christ  by  it,  as  she 
does  by  the  other  sacraments.  But  as  to  its  being  a  pro- 
fessing sign,  or  badge  or  symbol  of  our  profession,  signify- 
ing our  admission  into  the  Church  of  a  crucified  Lord,  and 
our  resolution  to  continue  stedfast  in  it ;  there  is  no  more 
harm  in  that  than  any  other  ceremony  which  signifies  our 
present  state,  and  wills  and  intentions  to  abide  in  it.    Stand- 
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idg:  up  at  the  creed  must  be  a  new  sacrament,  as  well  as  the 
t^  of  the  cross,  if  this  were  a  true  rule  of  judging-  what 
were  saciameots  ? 

But  Mr,  B,  will  have  it,  that  the  cross  is  a  sacrament,  be- 
cause the  preface  in  the  Common  Prayer  Book  about  cere- 
monies says,  "  The  Church  only  retainti  such  ceremonies 
Mserrelo  a  decent  order,  and  Godly  discipline,  and  such  as 
lie  apt  to  stir  up  the  dull  mind  of  man  to  the  remembrance 
of  hia  duty  to  God,  by  some  notable  and  spiritual  significa- 
tion (so  he  reads  it  instead  of  s/^eei'a^  signification)  whereby 
kc  may  be  edified."  Hence  ho  infers,  "  That  the  cross  is 
a  ^crament,  because  it  stgnifles  Christ  crucified,  with  the 
benefits  of  his  cross  ;  and  the  grace  of  edification,  by  stir- 
m«^  up  our  dull  minds  by  the  moral  causality  of  the  cause, 
and  Vinding  us  to  constancy  to  Christ," 

But  then  all  significunt  and  edifying  ceremonies  must  be 
new  sac-ramcnts,  as  well  as  the  cross,  especially  if  they  be 
apt  to  slir  up  our  dull  minds  to  the  remembrance  of  our 
duty  (n  God,  by  any  notable  nnd  special  signification.  And 
patting  off  the  hnt,  and  kneeling  at  prayers,  which  are  cere- 
monies of  the  French  Church,  will  be  sacraments  as  well 
as  any  other.  For  I  hope  no  one  will  deny  but  that  they 
are  special  significations  of  our  inward  reverence  and 
honuli^,  and  are  apt  to  stir  up  our  dull  minds  to  the  re* 
Bembrance  of  those  duties  also.  Then  Calvin's  rules  will 
turn  aR  ceremonies  into  sacraments,  because  he  requires 
ceremonies  to  be  incitements  to  that  reverence  which  we 
owe  to  God,  and  to  be  exercises  or  instruments  of  piety, 
aod  lead  ub  in  the  way  to  Christ;  such  as  will  create  a 
leTerence  in  our  minds  for  holy  things,  and  be  proper  helpa 
to  excite  ua  to  devotion,  and  admonish  us  with  what 
Dodeaty,  reli^on  and  observance  we  ought  to  handle 
ncred  actions.  This,  in  the  Church's  language,  ia  to  stir 
vp our  dull  minds  by  significant  ceremonies;  but,  in  Mr. 
B.'s  style,  it  is  to  make  new  sacraments. 

As  if  nothing  could  put  us  in  mind  of  our  duty,  but  pre- 
wntly  it  must  commence  a  sacrameut ;  when  as  there  is 
(carce  any  thing  in  the  world  but  may  suggest  to  us  some 
^ood  thought  in  an  ordinary  way,  and  work  upon  us  as 
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external  objects  do,  or  seasonable  words  and  good  admoni- 
tions; which  yet  it  would  be  new  Divinity  to  term  saora<i- 
ments^  though  perhaps  some  of  them  might  bid  fairer  for 
the  name  than  the  sign  of  the  cross,  or  any  other  signifi- 
cant ceremonies  of  the' Church,  upon  which  Mr.  B.  fastens 
the  imputation.  Nothiiig  can  be  a  sacrament,  but  what  is 
instituted  to  convey  supernatural  grac^  iii  a  supernatural 
way.  Now  let  any  man  prove  the  Church  appoints  any 
ceremonies  for  this  purpose,  and  I  will  own  she  deserves  thp 
charge  of  usurping  Ood's  authority :  but  if  it  cannot  b# 
shewn  that  she  appoints  them  to  signify,  or  by  their  sig- 
nificancy,  to  work  any  pther  than  common  and  ordinary 
effects  upon  our  minds,  in  an  ordinary  and  natural  way; 
such  as  external  objects,  and  decent  circumstances  of  action 
(which  may  be  helps  to  devotion)  commonly  do  work;  then 
men  do  ill  to  wound  and  terrify  the  consciences  of  the  sim- 
ple, by  making  them  believe  so  false  a  charge  against  th^ 
Church ;  which  tends  not  only  to  the  prejudice  of  trutli 
and  peace  here,  but  to  the  scandal  of  all  the  Churches  of 
the  Reformation,  and  more  particularly  the  Church  of  France, 
whose  principles  and  practice  I  have  shewn  to  be  the  same 
with  those  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  consequently  as 
liable  to  the  same  accusation. 

I  have  insisted  a  little  the  longer  upon  clearing  and  vin- 
dicating this  point,  because  the  charge  that  is  brought 
against  the  Church  is  so  very  heavy,  and  urged  with  so 
much  confidence  by  those  that  form  it. 


CHAP.  VII. 

That  the  French  Church  makes  her  Rites  and  Cerenumies 
as  necessary  as  the  Church  of  England  does. 

The  next  charge  against  our  Church  is,  that  she  uses  an 
exorbitant  power  in  making  indifferent  rites  and  ceremonies 
become  necessary  ;  which  is  to  alter  their  nature,  and  make 
new  term9  of  oommiinion   and  everlasting  salvation.     To 
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wfatcb  I  answer,  thot  the  charge  is  false  in  ercry  part  of  it : 
AeCharch  oeither  altera  the  nature  of  iodifferent  things, 
Mr  makes  them  properly  new  tertni;  of  communion,  or  terms 
ofmlvation.  First,  she  makes  no  alteration  in  the  nature 
of  indifferent  things,  but  only  restrains  their  nso  in  the  out- 
ward act,  without  laying  any  doctrinal  necessity  upon  them, 
which  is  the  only  thing  that  can  alter  their  nature.  She 
Akb  not  say, they  are  absolutely  necessary  and  immutoble  in 
fteir  own  nQture,nor  impose  them  as  necessary  for  all  times 
I  uidp[aceR,nor  oblige  any  other  Chureh  besides  her  own  mem- 
bers, nor  her  own  members  to  lake  them  for  particular  eom- 
mnndsof  God  which  no  man  can  alter;  but  all  she  requires  is, 
oanformity  in  the  outward  act,  for  the  sake  of  peace  and 
BaioD,  and  decency  and  order.  This  declaration  is  made  by  the 
(%urch  herself  in  the  Preface  of  the  Common  Prayer  Book, 
about  ceremonies,  "  Those  ceremonies  which  remain,  were  ' 
rUained  for  a  discipline  and  order,  which  upon  just  reasons 
may  be  altered  and  changed,  and  therefore  are  not  to  be 
Mteeraed  equal  with  God's  law.  And  in  these  our  doings, 
we  condemn  no  other  nations,  nor  prescribe  any  thing  but 
to  oar  own  people  only.  For  we  think  it  convenient,  that 
every  country  should  use  ceremonies,  as  they  shall  think 
best  to  the  setting  forth  of  Gods  honour  and  glory."  This 
ewtainly  is  the  true  liberty  of  all  Christian  Churches,  to  ap- 
point  wbat  indifferent  ceremonies  they  think  fit  for  their  own  , 
membem:  but  it  is  no  part  of  Christian  liberty,  for  the  par- 
ticnlar  members  of  any  Church,  to  contemn  and  slight  the 
lawa  of  their  community,  when  made  by  the  aforesaid  rules, 
about  iadifferent  things.  For  the  things  are  still  indifferent 
Id  dieb  oira  nature,  and  yet  they  ere  bound  to  observe  them. 
Nor  is  there  any  absurdity  at  all  in  this,  to  say,  that  things 
are  still  indifferent  and  free  iu  their  own  nature,  though  a 
Mcesnty  of  outward  obedience  be  laid  upon  us,  unless  the 
wisdom  of  all  Churches  be  deceived.  Le  Blanc  speaks  in 
the  name  of  all  the  French  Church,  when  he  says,  "  That 
rites  and  ceremonies  appointed  by  the  Church,  are  Observa- 
tioua  liherte,  matters  of  free  observation  ;  yet  so,  as  that 
DO  one,  by  his  private  authority,  may,  or  ought  to  contemn, 
w  reject  them."     They  may  bp  commnnded  then,  and   yet 
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remain  indifferent  and  free,  according  to  the  true  notion  of 
indifferency,  which  he  there  gives :  which  is,  ^^  That  all 
things  are  indifferent  and  free,  which  are  not  necessary 
either  in  their  own  nature,  or  by  Divine  institution/'  Le 
Blanc  Thes.  de  Script  Plenit.     Par.  i.  n.  6,  p.  56. 

Now  the  ceremonies  of  our  Church  are  thus  indifferent 
and  free,  even  after  they  are  appointed :  for  they  are  neither 
said  to  be  necessary  in  their  own  nature,  nor  by  Divine  insti- 
tution ;  but  only  necessary  to  be  observed  for  order's  sake. 
And  when  men  have  disputed  neve^  so  long,  this  is  the  case 
of  the  French  and  all  other  Churches,  that  act  and  speak 
judiciously  about  indifferent  things. 

But  the  Church  of  England  makes  rites  and  ceremonies 
necessary  terms  of  Church  communion,  and  consequently 
necessary  terms  of  everlasting  salvation.  Here  I  ask  again, 
does  the  Church  make  any  of  her  particular  rites  so  neces- 
sary to  be  observed  by  any  doctrinal  necessity,  as  to  say, 
except  ye  use  these  particular  rites  ye  cannot  be  saved? 
Does  she  say,  that  if  men  be  not  signed  with  the  cross  in 
baptism,  their  baptism  is  not  valid  to  make  them  members 
of  Christ,  and  heirs  of  salvation  1  If  they  do  not  receive 
the  eucharist  kneeling,  they  cannot  otherwise  be  partakers 
of  Christ's  body  and  blood  ?  No ;  but  she  enjoins  these 
ceremonies,  and  no  one  can  ordinarily  have  the  sacraments 
without  them :  and  does  that  make  them  new  terms  of  com- 
munion and  salvation  ?  If  so,  then  the  French  Church,  and 
all  Churches  in  the  world,  yea  dissenters  themselves,  are 
guilty  of  making  new  terms  of  communion.  I  will  put  a 
plain  case,  in  which  I  think  all  Churches  are  concerned. 
Suppose  any  man  desires  to  be  admitted  to  baptism^  or  the 
communion,  in  any  Church ;  is  it  not  necessary  for  him  to 
comply  with  the  particular  orders  of  that  Church,  as  to  the 
time  when,  and  the  place  where,  those  sacraments  are  to  bo 
administered  ?  He  must  go  to  a  church,  and  not  to  a  river 
or  a  pond,  to  be  baptized ;  and  he  must  meet  the  assembly 
in  a  church,  and  not  in  an  upper  room ;  in  the  morning  pre- 
cisely at  a  stated  hour,  if  he  will  hold  communion  with  them. 
Now,  suppose  any  man  should  be  so  weak,  or  so  perverse, 
as  to  refuse  communicating  with  the  Church,  because  she  has 
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•ppoiDted  this  particular  time  and  place  for  administering 
Ae  sacraments,  (which  nro  confessed  to  be  indifferent  eir- 
cnmstances  in  themselvcB,)  and  say,  Chiist  appointed  no 
ancb  leTms  of  communion,  but  left  all  times  and  places  in- 
different;  and  therefore  he  could  not  communicate  with 
tb«m,  unless  they  left  him  at  liberty  to  do  it  where  and 
when  he  pleased.  Would  this  be  a  just  charge  against  the 
Church,  and  prove  her  guilty  of  adding  other  necessary 
terms  of  communion,  because  she  determines  those  partica- 
Ur  circumstances  of  time  and  place,  which  are  indifferent 
in  iheir  own  nature?  I  suppose,  none  but  a  delirious,  or  a 
bnatical  man  will  think  so.  And  yet  this  is  the  charge 
brought  agaiust  the  Church  of  England,  for  determining 
■ome  indifferent  circumstances  relating  to  the  administration 
of  the  sacraments:  a  charge  that  recoils  back  upon  the 
bead  of  those  that  make  it,  and  wounds  all  protestant 
Churches,  and  more  particularly  the  French  ;  as  T  shall  have 
occasion  more  particularly  to  shew,  when  I  come  to  treat  of 
baptism,  and  the  communioD  of  the  Lord's  supper;  where 
I  shall  make  it  appear,  that  they  require  several  indifferent 
circumstances,  riles,  and  ceremonies  to  be  observed,  and  yet 
do  not  think  themselves  guilty  of  making  new  terms  of  com- 
DQunion.  All  [  shall  say  further  here,  is  only  to  note  in  ge- 
neral the  true  notion  of  making  new  terms  of  communion  ; 
the  waot  of  attending  to  which,  seems  to  be  the  only  ground 
of  this' objection.  Now  a  Church  is  guilty  of  making  new 
term*  of  communion,  when  she  requires  any  thing  ae  a  ne- 
ceMuy  coodiiioD,  which  Christ  has  given  her  no  authority 
to  require.  And  this  may  be  done,  1.  By  requiring  the  be- 
lief of  some  new  article  of  faith.  Or,  2.  some  sinful  prac- 
tice, an  conditions  of  communion.  Or,  3,  by  prescribiDg 
anv  rite  as  simply  necessary  in  its  own  nature,  which  is  in- 
differeot,  and  condemning  all  others  as  sinful.  For  this  in- 
deed were  to  correct  Christ's  laws,  and  to  alter  the  nature 
of  indifferent  things ;  which  no  Church  has  power  to  do. 
Nor,  4.  may  she  impose  her  own  ceremonies  upon  other 
Churcbes,  and  refuse  to  communicate  with  those  that  will 
not  receive  them.  For  all  Churches  are  at  liberty  to  pre- 
scribe rites  for  themselves  ;  and  if  any  Church  undertake» 
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to  prescribe  to  others^  she  goes  beyond  her  coauni8sion,and 
makes  new  terms  of  commuDion.  But  the  case  is  different, 
when  a  Church  only  prescribes  rites  and  ceremonies  for  the 
members  of  her  own  communion  ;  for  then  she  does  nothia^ 
but  what  Christ  has  given  her  authority  to  do ;  and  there* 
fore  to  determine  of  partipular  circumstances  of  time,  place» 
habit,  gesture,  methods,  forms,  &c.  for  the  sake  of  order  and 
decency,  and  peace  and  union,  cannot  be  making  new  terms 
of  communion,  because  she  has  a  general  commission  from 
Christ,  to  take  care  that  all  things  be  done  decently  and  or* 
derly,  to  the  benefit  and  edification  of  the  Church.  Indeed, 
to  speak  properly,  such  determinations  are  so  far  from  beifig^ 
new  terms  of  communion^  that,  in  strictness,  they  are  no 
terms  of  communion  at  all ;  unless  any  one  will  call  all 
orders  and  rules  of  church-government  and  discipline,  terms 
of  communion ;  the  consequence  of  which  will  be,  that  all 
Churches  in  the  world,  even  the  objectors  themselves,  ar^ 
guilty  of  making  new  terms  of  communion ;  because  they 
determine  many  particular  circumstances,  such  as  time, 
place,  gesture,  &c.  in  administering  the  sacraments,  which 
Christ  has  left  undetermined.  And  is  the  Church  of  England 
only  guilty,  when  all  other  Churches  do  the  same  ? 

If  it  be  said,  that  the  Church  of  England  refuses  to  admit 
any  to  her  communion,  who  will  not  comply  with  her  orders: 
I  answer,  1 .  That  in  all  cases  this  is  not  true ;  for  she  ad- 
mits many  to  her  communion,  which  do  not  in  all  things 
comply  with  her  orders.  2.  In  many  cases,  it  is  not  the 
Church  that  refuses  men  her  communion,  but  they  that  re- 
fuse themselves.  For  if  men  will  not  meet  ihe  Church  at 
the  time  and  place  appointed  for  Divine  service,  they  can 
have  no  communion  with  her ;  but  that  is  not  the  Church's 
fault,  but  their  own,  who  refuse  to  comply  with  her  neces- 
sary orders  ;  which  she  makes  not  terms  of  communion,  but 
only  rules  of  discipline,  to  preserve  unity  and  avoid  confu- 
sion in  her  religious  assemblies.  3.  In  such  cases,  where 
the  Church  thinks  it  expedient  to  deny  her  communion  to 
those,  who  refuse  to  obey  her  rules,  as  to  those,  who  refuse 
to  be  signed  with  the  cross  in  baptism,  or  receive  the  com- 
munion kjieeling,  or  from  a  minister,  who  wears  a  surplice. 
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w  reads  common -prayer,  and  the  (ike;  either  it  mast  be 
BJd,  that  the  Church  has  no  power  to  tnftke  Buch  rales;  or 
if  she  has  power  to  make  tliera,  she  has  power  to  see  them 
kepi  and  observed,  by  inflicting;  proper  cenaures  upon  those 
(hat  contemn  them.  And  yet  these  rules  are  not,  properly 
«peakir)g:,  terras  of  commuuion.  For  as  a  judicious*  writer' 
meil  observes, "  There  arc  two  distinct  reasons,  why  a  Church 
may  deny  her  communion  to  any  person ;  either  because 
(bey  renounce  the  toTtnn  of  her  comniuniOD,  or  because  they 
refuBC  to  submit  to  her  Inws  and  rules  of  worship:  and 
therefore  it  is  a  ridiculous  thing-  to  say,  that  a  Church  makes 
erery  thing  a  term  of  her  communion,  for  ^e  refbsaL  of 
which  she  denies  her  coramunion  to  her  own  members.  We 
may  call  these,  if  we  please,  the  terms  of  her  particular 
communiDn  ;  but  this  is  no  g:reater  fault  for  any  Church  to 
make  such  terms  of  communion,  than  to  make  laws  f<W 
gOTeroment  and  discipline  ;  for  such  terms  are'Hothing  else. 
They  are  hut  the  same  terms  which  are  required  in  the, 
Frenoh  Church,  by  many  canons  of  her  Book  of  I^scipUne 
tad  Synods ;  of  which  more  hereafter  in  their  proper  place. 


CHAP  VIII. 

That  the  French  Church  does  nol  think  the  Imposition  of  an 
Uniform  Observance  of  the  savie  Rites  and  Ceremonies, 
lobe  the  Cause  of  Schism  ;  nor  does  she  abrr.gate  or dis- 
patse  with  her  Laws,  because  some  are  offended  at  them. 

The  last  objection  against  tho  Church's  privilege  to  ap- 
jKUDt  rites  and  ceremonies,  is  made  hythose,  who  are  always 
karanguin^  about  the  mischief  of  impositions,  which  they 
ttyare  the  causes  of  schism  and  divisions  in  the  Church; 
which  might  be  cured,  if  either  the  present  laws  about  cere- 


•  Dt.  Sherlock's  Vind,  of  the  Righii  of  Eccl.  Author,  p.  1 16. 


64'  THB   FRENCH   CHURCHES  APOLOGY 

monies  were  abrogated,  or  but  so  far  dispensed  with,  a 
leave  all  ceremonies  indifferent  in  their  use  to  all  sue 
have  any  scruples  against  them.  What  truth  there  is  in 
argument,  as  it  relates  to  the  ease  of  the  Church  of  Engl) 
has  been  examined  by  others;*  who  have  shewn,  1. 1 
some  cirumstances,  indifferent  in  themselves,  are  neces 
to  be  determined  for  the  preservation  of  order  in  religi 
assemblies,  such  as  time,  place,  &c.  for  there  can  be  notl 
but  confusion  without  them.  2.  Others  are  necessary  i 
determined  upon  the  account  of  decency  in  God^s  worsl 
that  no  public  scorn  be  put  upon  God,  under  pretenc 
public  worship.  3.  That  to  leave  all  the  externals  of  i 
gion  at  liberty,  is  so  far  from  being  the  cure  of  divisi 
that  it  would  be  a  greater  cause'  of  them.  4.  That  the  * 
nion  of  dissenters,  that  indifferent  things  are  unlawful  in 
worship  of  God,  is  no  just  and  necessary  reason  for  part 
with  them  ;  because  religion  can  never  be  stript  so  nal 
but  there  will  remain  some  indifferent  rites  and  nsa| 
which  some  men  or  other  will  condemn  or  scruple,  as 
quakers  do  praying  with  their  hats  off,  and  appropriat 
Churches  to  Divine  service,  &c.  5.  That  it  is  of  much  gre 
consequence  to  common  Christianity,  to  deliver  men  fi 
such  superstitious  conceits,  as  the  imagining  indiffei 
things  to  be  sinful,  and  to  maintain  true  Gospel-liberty 
freedom,  than  to  receive  such  men  into  the  Church,  by 
dulging  their  superstition.  6.  That  though  parting"  ¥ 
two  or  three  indifferent  ceremonies,  would  be  of  no  g\ 
consequence,  in  order  to  cure  a  schism :  yet  to  part  with 
doctrine  of  the  lawfulness  of  indifferent  things,  and  thi 
away  all  ceremonies  upon  that  principle,  would  be  to  < 
rupt  the  Gospel,  and  to  enslave  the  consciences  of  Chri 
ans.  For  which  reasons  the  Church  is  not  obliged, 
can  consent,  to  part  with  all  indifferent  things  that  any  c 
think  fit  to  scruple ;  though  she  has  power  to  alter  rites  i 
ceremonies,  as  prudence,  charity,  and  expediency  shall 
rect  her.    Now  all  that  I  shall  add  to  these  consideratic 


*  Dr.  Sherlock's  Defence  of  Dr.  Stillingfl.  e.  ii.  p.  44,  ftc. 
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u  to  shew  Uiat  they  go  upon  ihc  very  principles  and  practice 
of  the  Freneh  Church. 

For  &rst,  she  thinks  it  necessary  to  determine  many  indif- 
ferent ciTCUiDBtances  and  ccronionies  in  God's  worship, 
partly  for  order's  sake,  to  avoid  confusion,  and  partly  to 
preserve  the  decency  and  digTiity  of  God's  external  worship, 
that  raen  may  not  afiront  Him,  under  pretence  of  honouring 
Him.  Upon  this  account,  she  gives  many  roles  about  pray- 
iog,  and  preaching,  and  administering;  the  sacramcDts,  &c. 
That  all  men  shall  pray  kneeling,  and  with  their  hats  offj 
that  baptism  shall  not  be  administered  but  in  Chiirch-assem- 
biiea:  that  the  communion  shall  be  received  standing,  and 
(hat  the  minister  shall  deliver  it  singly  into  every  man's 
hand,  and  use  a  certain  form  of  words  at  the  distribution  of 
it  to  every  individual;  with  many  the  like  prescriptions  in 
W  Liturgy  and  Canons  ;  but  especially  her  Book  of  Disci- 
pline, which  contains  above  two  hundred  Canons,  whereof 
no  incoirRid«rahle  number  are  to  regulate  matters  in  Church 
mssembliee,  and  the  public  exercise  of  Divine  service. 

2.  She  is  BO  far  from  thinking  that  such  impositions  are 
the  causes  of  schism  and  dissention,  that  she  declares  unifor- 
ntity,  and  injunctions  to  hind  men  to  it,  to  be  the  best  pre- 
nervers  of  union,  and  the  surest  way  to  avoid  scandals  and 
ofcnec*.  Am  on  the  contrary,  to  l«ave  the  externals  of  reli- 
fpoa  to  every  man's  liberty,  is  the  way  to  create  factions 
utd  dinaionB,  tumults  and  disorders,  and  to  bring  iniium»- 
laMeMM^alB  and  inoonveniences  into  the  Church.  Upon 
tfaia  aeeoaat,  as  I  have  proved  before,  in  the  chapter  about 
aaifefity  and  subteription,  she  requires  all  her  ministers  to 
MbeorSie,  and  ia  some  cases  swear  to  observe  all  the  rules 
pt— cribed  in  her  Canons,  Book  of  Discipline,  and  Liturgy; 
which  rare  is  not  to  leave  every  man  at  liberty  to  practise 
w  be  pleases.  I  shall  repeat  none  of  these  Canons  here, 
live  oaly  two  or  three,  which  more  expressly  deliver  her 
jidgiDest  and  opinion  about  the  osefiilness  of  uniformity, 
ud  expediency  of  injunctions  in  order  to  preserve  union. 

The  Synod  of  St.  Meizant,  1609,  cap.  iii.  art.  1.  has  this 
&non.     "  It  being  represented,  that  the  different  courses 

VOL.   VIII.  F 


66  TH^  FRBNOU  OHI^MSH'b  4l^l«aeY 

taken  in  4iyer«  provinQes,  about, tb^cboiQet  examioatii 
ordbation  of  ministers,  brought  with  it  ^  iforld  of  in< 
niences,  0)is,  Synod  judged  it  exceeding  needful  to 
an  eJi^iuresa  Ci|non»  to  be  observed  exactly,  univeraallyy 
uniformly,  by  all  the  provinces." 

So  again,  cap.  vi.  art  14.  '^  Thai  hereafter  there 
a  general  unifpfmity  in  the  churches  of  this  kingi 
the  administrfition  of  the  Lord's  supper,  and  all  scmph 
reason  of  diftidrenoe  aiid  singularity  arising  in  wsili 
honest  hefirts,  im^pable  of  diatinguishing  betwew  4l0it 
flftance  and  eireumstance  oi  the  sacred  action,  may  tit 
vented ;  all  pit^tQrs  are  enjoined  to  abstain  from  any 
private  n^ethods  of  their  own/'  And  that  we  may  nuofci 
these  private  fnethods,  which  they  condemn,  were  anf 
than  ^uch  as  only  concerned  the  outward  circmmstai 
rites  of  administration,  the  Canon  goes  on  to  teHni 
Ihey  were;  viz.  such  as  diese,  ''the  residing  the 
ipistitoti^o  between  the  ordinary  long  prayer,  and 
pomted  particularly  for  this  sacrament,  whioh  ougkl 
fend  after :  the  uncpvering  the  bread  and  wine,  wbUrit 
rei^  the  words  of  institution :  the  brmging  the  peoptoei 
companies  unio  the  table,  there  to  sit  or  stand ;  it! 
they  should  make  them  come  up  one  by  one  unto  ik't 
snfl^fiug  the  people  to  give  the  cup  one  to  another,  itbi| 
contrary  to  the  express  letter  of  a  Canon  of  our  discqpfi 
wiliich  orderedf  ^pastors  to  deliver  it.  h 

These  are*  plain  evidences,  that  the  French  Chureb^ii 
not  think  it  roost  advisable,  to  leave  all  men  to  their  9 
private  methods  in  celebrating  Divine  service,  and  admli 
taring  the  sacran^nts  :  they  knew  that  if  men  were  tell 
do  as  they  wouldythey  would  have  very  different  and  8ia| 
lar  ways ;  aud  that  would  raise  scruples  in  the  mindi 
weak  people,  and  tempt  them  to  think  either  that  it  wans 
the  same  action,  or  that  one  way  was  much  better  than  4 
other;  the  consequences  of  wUch  must  be  doubtings -a 
jealousies,  if  not  sidings  and  factions,  and  following^  c 
teacher  above  another,  with  many  such  scandals  and  incc 
venieaces  that  might  attend  it    To  remedy  all  which,  t 
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knew  no  better  method,  than  to  oblige  all  her  minja- 
•od  people  to  a  strict  uniformity,  that  there  might  be 
iWOMions  of  strife  among  them. 

~iis  was  the  ground  of  that  famous  oath,  called  the  oath 
which  was  drawn  up  in  the  Synod  of  Privas,  1612. 
confirmed  in  the  following  Synods  of  Tonneins,  Vitre, 
Alez,  and  runs  in  this  form.  "  We  knowing  by  expe- 
tbat  nothing  is  more  necessary  to  |fteseTve  the  peace 
irsUare  of  the  Church,  than  an  holy  union  and  concord, 
r  in  doctrine  and  discipline,  and  their  dependencies,  and 
Ibt  tlie  Church  cannot  long  subsist  without  it, — have,  in 
I*  oamc  of  all  our  Churches,  sworn  and  protested  to  remain 
Heparably  united  in  that  confession  of  faith,  and  keep  in- 
litUbly  that  ecclesiastical  discipline,  which  is  established 
■  tbe  reformed  Churches  of  this  kingdom." 

That  which  I  chiefly  remark  in  this  oath,  is  the  reason 
|irMt  for  imposing  it ;  to  wit,  tbe  preservation  of  union  end 
COBCttfd  in  the  Church;  to  maintain  which,  they  did  not 
■M  Uunk  it  sufficient  that  they  were  all  agreed  in  the  same 
nmfeMitm  of  faith,  uulees  they  kept  inviolably  to  the  obser- 
nttoa  of  the  same  discipline  also ;  and  therefore  they  en- 
ttni  Qpon  a  most  strict  oath  to  keep  it  uniformly,  and  see 
Ikalall  their  Churches  walked  by  the  same  rule  in  the  pub- 
k  «xercise  of  Divine  service.  I  hope  no  one  will  say,  this 
ma  to  leave  all  indifferent  circumstances,  rites  and  ceremo- 
sie&,  to  every  man's  hberty,  to  use  or  not  use  at  his  piea- 
mre. 

3.  If  any  particular  Church  or  persons  were  aggrieved 
Vllb  (bese  impositions,  and  desired  to  be  freed  from  them, 
■Ifear  by  altering  the  laws  that  enjoined  them,  or  relaxing 
Aoir  force,  and  leaving  them  to  their  liberty,  their  petitions 
Vers  seldom  granted ;  unless  in  some  very  weighty  case, 
llal  obliged  them  to  change  a  law,  or  grant  a  general  dis- 
pcftiatioD.  It  was  a  rule  made  in  the  Synod  of  Tonneins, 
1614.  cap.  viii.  art.  8.  "  That  even  national  Synods  should 
Mt  innovate  any  thing  in  the  confession  of  faith,  catechism, 
liturgy,  and  discipline  of  the  Church,  unless  the  matter  had 
been  first  proposed  by  one  or  more  provinces,  and  unless 
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also  k  were  a  thing  of  very  greet  importaooe."  I  shall  hate 
occasion  hereafter  to  shew  upon  many  particular  heads,  how 
ofteD  they  refused  to  make  alterations,  or  so  much  as  tole- 
rate practices  contrary  to  their  rules  of  disciplipe,  tlioagh 
often  importunately  solicited  to  do  it;  not  <»ily  by  single 
persons,  but  sometimes  whole  Churches.  Mr.  Diodati  d^ 
sired  to  have  a  new  translation  of  the  Bible  brought  into  the 
Church,  but  his  petition  was  rejected  in  the  Synod  of  Alan- 
son.  The  Church  of  Montauban  desired  leave  to  e<»tiiuie  an 
old  custom  that  had  been  among  them ;  which  was  for  eldsn 
to  deliver  the  cup  to  the  people  in  the  sacrament,  bnt  Aey 
could  not  be  heard  in  the  Synod  of  Ales,  becaose  it  was 
contraiy  to  a  rule  of  their  discipline,  and  therrfore  thev  pas- 
tors were  peremptorily  commanded  to  conform  to  the  esta- 
blished order.  The  Churches  of  Nismes  and  Mbntpelliw 
made  fresh  instances  for  the  same  privilege  in  tike  Synods 
of  Alanson  and  Charenton,  but  they  had  no  answer,  save 
this,  that  they  should  confprm  themselves  to  theCmon  of 
their  discipline,  on  pain  of  being  prosecuted  with  alleede- 
siastical  censures.     And  so  in  many  die  like  caseSf 

4.  If  it  be  said,  this  rigour  was  not  used  toward  men 
that  scrupled  or  doubted,  of  the  lawfulness  of  any  part  of 
their  discipline,  but  only  when  they  desired,  alterations  or 
dispensations  upon  some  other  reasons ;  I  answer,  that  is 
not  true ;  for  their  Book  of  Discipline  supposes  and  provides 
against  many  such  cases,  and  gives  directions  what  is  to  be 
done  with  men  that  dissent,  and  stir  up  contention,  and 
break  the  Church's  union  about  any  point  of  doctrine,'  or  of 
discipline,  or  about  the  form  of  catechising,  or  administra- 
tion of  the  sacraments,  or  of  public  prayers,  or  the  cekbnip- 
tion  of  marriage.  And  the  rules  they  give  for  satisfying 
dissenters  in  these  cases,  are  first,  ^^  that  the  consistory  of 
die  place  shall  endeavour  to  remove  their  scruples  withjdl 
meekness,  from  the  Word  of  God ;  but  in  case  they  do  not 
rest  satisfied  with  that,  then  their  arguments  are  to  be  heard 
before  a  Classis,  after  that  before  a  provincial  Synod,  and 
last  of  all  before  a  national  Synod ;  unto  which  if  they  re- 
fuse to  yield  full  obedience,  and  in  espress  terms  diffcl^i™ 
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their  errors,  they  are  to  be  cot  off  by  excoinrounicatiotk 
ffoni  the  body  of  the  Church."  Book  of  Discipl.  c,  v. 
art.  31. 

It  cannot  be  denied,  but  that  this  Canon  speaks  of  dissen- 
lers,  that  have  real  scruples  upon  tbem,  touching  discipline 
and  ceromonies:  yet  the  method  which  the  frencli  Church 
orders  to  be  taken  with  thetn,  is  not  to  accuse  herself  of 
nnjust  impositions,  and  comply  with  their  errors  by  a  need- 
les* alteration  of  her  own  laws,  or  such  indulgences  as 
would  breed  greater  disturbances  and  confusion ;  but  to  ad- 
monish and  instruct  them  soberly  out  of  the  Word  of  God, 
time  after  time,  till  they  utterly  refused  to  hear  her  voice: 
in  which  case  she  would  have  tbem  no  longer  treated  as  sons, 
faot  cast  out  of  her  communion,  as  incorrigible  ofienders 
against  the  discipline  of  the  Church. 

They  now  who  condemn  the  Church  of  England,  for  not 
complying  with  dissenters  so  far  as  to  leave  all  things  at 
liberty  that  any  men  scruple  and  think  unlawful,  and  would 
have  her  reform  by  the  example  of  the  beat  reformed 
Churches,  would  do  well  to  consider,  whether  the  example 
they  propound  for  her  imitation,  do  not  rather  exceed  hei 
in  rigour  and  stiffness,  as  thoy  call  it,  and  tench  her  a  more 
■evere  discipline  instead  of  condescension.  It  appears  from 
what  I  have  discoursed,  that  there  is  no  other  power  chal- 
lenged or  exercised  by  the  Church  of  England,  in  this  whole 
matter  relating  to  rites  and  ceremonies,  but  what  is  as  fully 
exercised  in  the  French  Church  ;  which  is  abundantly  suffi- 
cient to  justify,  so  far  as  I  have  undertaken  to  do,  the  twen- 
tieth Article  of  our  Church,  from  the  exceptions  of  Mr.  B. 
and  all  others,  who  have  raised  causeless  clamours  againat 
it.  1  will  now  proceed  to  consider  what  is  said  against  Uie 
remaioing  Articles.  _      _      ,  , 
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CHAP.  IX. 

An  Answer  to  9ome  RejUctions  made  on  the  tweniy^Jiret, 
tweniy^third  and  twemty^fifth  Articles,  by  Mr.  Baxter. 

The  twenty-first  Article  of  our  Church  is  so  entirely 
levelled  against  the  popish  doctrines,  relating  to  the  calling 
and  in&llibility  of  general  Councils,  that  one  would  wonder 
what  any  protestant  writer  could  find  to  except  against  it. 
The  words  of  the  Article  are,  **  General  Councils  may  not 
be  gathered  together  without  the  commandment  and  will  of 
princes.  And  when  theybe  gathered  together,  forasmuch 
as  they  be  an  assembly  of  men,  whereof  all  be  not  governed 
by  the  Spirit  and  Word  of  God,  they  may  err,  and  some- 
times have  erred  even  in  things  pertaming  unto  God. 

Now  Mr.  B.  says,  ''  too  many  deny  what  is  here  said 
against  gathering  geneml  Councils  without  the  will  of 
princes ;  and  that  Councils  may  err  in  things  pertaining  to 
God.''  But  who  are  these  good  men  that  have  such 
scruples  upon  them  ?  Mr.  B.  names  none,  but  leaves  his 
reader  to  guess,  who  will  easily  imag^e  that  he  can  mean 
no  other  but  papists,  since  none  but  papists  deny  either  part 
of  this  article.  I  should  abuse  my  readers'  patience,  should 
I  go  about  to  prove,  that  the  French  writers  are  none  of 
those  who  deny  it:  I  shall  only  observe  one  thing;  that 
by  the  same  reason  Mr.  B.  mentions  this  Article  as  excepted 
against  by  too  many,  he  might  have  said  the  same  of  the 
next  that  follows,  however  he  came  to  miss  it  For  the 
same  persons  that  deny  the  twenty-first  Article,  deny  also 
the  twenty-second,  which  says,  ''  the  Romish  doctrine  con- 
'ceming  purgatory,  pardons,  worshipping  and  adoration,  as 
well  of  images  as  reliques,  and  also  invocation  of  saints  id 
a  fond  thing,  vainly  invented,  and  grounded  upon  no  war- 
ranty of  Scripture,  but  rather  repugnant  to  the  Word  of 
God.''  It  must  be  owned,  there  are  too  many  who  deny  this 
Article ;  but  what  then?  Must  the  Church  waive  this  Article 
too,  in  compliance  with  the  scruples  of  those  who  deny  it  ? 
No,  Mr.  B.  himself  does  not  think  fit  to  say  so.  Then  I 
think  he  ought  not  to  have  mentioned  th6  twenty-first  Arti- 
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cle  upon  that  accounl ;  ^ince  the  very  same  persons  who 
defend  the  infallibility  of  genera!  Councils,  defend  the 
doctrines  of  purgatory,  pardons,  image-worship,  &o. 

He  says  next,  the  twenty-third  Article  seems  defective 
abotitcallingminiBters, to t)iem that  DreforuDinterniptedCa- 
nonical  Auccessiot).  He  names  none,  but  if  he  meant  any  true 
ministers  of  the  Church  of  England,  1  dare  say  he  was 
mistaken.  For  they  who  speak  the  most  for  unintcTrupted 
succession  never  snid  this  Article  was  defective,  for  they 
say  uninterrupted  succession  is  implied  in  the  Article  itself, 
which  speaks  of  ordinary  vocation  in  these  terioa :  "  Thoso 
we  ought  to  judge  lawfully  called  nnd  sent,  which  be 
chosen  and  called  to  this  work  by  men  who  have  public 
authority  given  unto  them  in  the  congregation,  to  call 
and  send  mioisters  into  the  Lord's  vineyard."  Now  per- 
sons, who  have  public  authority  to  call  othor»,  are  such 
as  have  received  that  authority  from  others  before,  who 
had  power  to  give  it ;  and  they  again  received  that  power 
from  others  so  qualilied  before  ihem^  and  so  on,  till  the 
saccessioD  may  be  traced  up  even  to  the  Apostles.  And 
Uiis  is  true  in  all  ordinary  nnd  common  vocations  of  mi- 
nisters, which  the  Article  speaks  of.  As  for  extraordinary 
cases,  and  cases  of  absolute  necessity,  1  know  no  one  that 
insists  upon  uninterrupted  succession  in  them;  for  such 
eaaea  come  dot  withia  the  compass  of  ordinary  rules, 
which  are  ooly  made  for  common  and  ordinary  cases.  The 
French  CoDfession  in  the  thirty-first  Article,  which  epeftka  of 
Um  Tocation  of  ministers,  expressly  puts  in  this  caution: 
"We  believe  that  it  is  not  lawful  for  any  man  of  his  own 
tatbority  to  take  upon  himself  the  governtnent  of  thei 
Chnrch,  but  that  every  one  ought  to  be  admitted  thereunto 
1^  a  lawful  election,  if  it  may  possibly  be  done,  and  that  the 
Lofd  do  so  permit  it.  Which  exception  we  have  expressly 
added,  because  that  sometime,  as  it  hath  fallen  out  in  our 
days,  the  state  of  the  Church  being  interrupted,  God  hadi 
raised  up  some  persons  in  an  extraordinary  manner,  for  to 
repair  the  ruins  of  the  decayed  Church."  I  dispute  not 
BOW  whether  this  be  true  of  Calvin  and  their  first  re- 
formers,   that  they   bad    such  an    extraordinary  vocation 
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from  Ood;  that  perhaps  would  admit  of  some  debate:  bul 
the  thing  I  hence  observe,  admits  of  none,  viz.  that  they 
were  wholly  for  uninterrupted  succession,  except  in  extra- 
ordinary eases.*  And  that  is  sufficient  to  justify  both  the 
sense  I  haye  given  the  Article  of  our  Churchi  which  I  say 
implies  an  uninterrupted  succession,  and  also  those  whom 
Mr.  B.  wrongfully  charges  with  believing  the  Article  to  be 
defective. 

The  twenty-fourth  Article  Mr.  B.  passes  over,  though  I 
do  not  see  why  he  might  not  as  well  have  taken  it  in  his 
way,  and  censured  it  among  the  rest^  at  least,  with  as  good 
reason  as  he  does  the  twenty-first.  For  though  it  be  very 
true,  '^  that  it  is  a  thing  plainly  repugnant  to  the  Word  c£ 
God,  and  the  custom  of  the  primitive  Church,  to  hav6  pubiio 
prayer  in  the  church,  or  to  minister  the  sacraments  is  % 
tongue  not  understood  of  the  people.^'  Yet  there  are  too 
many  who  deny  this ;  and  that  was  Mr.  B.'s  good  reason 
against  the  twenty-first  Article  which  will  hold  every  jot  as 
well  against  this. 

However  the  twenty-fifth  Article  could  not  escape  him. 
He  says,  *'  some  great  churchmen  think  contmry  to  it,  that 
confirmation  is  a  Gospel  sacrament**  He  was  too  wise  to 
name  names,  lest  perhaps  the  persons  might  have  justified 
themselves,  and  proved  him  a  misrepresenter  of  their  doc- 
trine. But  admit  the  charge  were  true,  what  is  it  to  the 
Church,  or  her  Articles  1  ''  Why  then,  he  says,  it  is  evident 
that  many  subscribes  are  great  nonconformists,  and  if  they 
speak  their  mind,  are  excommunicated  ipso  facto.'**  The 
inference  from  all  which,  if  there  be  any  sense  or  reason  in 
what  he  said  at  first,  must  be,  that  they,  who  thus  speak  or  write 

^  Note,  CalYin  Umself  defends  nninterrapted  saoceuion  as  maeh  as  any 
man,  in  ordinary  cases ;  as  appears  froia  his  letter  to  the  King  of  Poland^ 
p.  87.  Optandam  esset,  at  Taleret  continna  saecessio,  nt  functio  ipsa  qaasl 
per  manns  traderetnr.  Qnia  autem  Paps  Tyrannide  abruptafnit  vera 

ordinationis  series,  noTo  sabsidio  nunc  opus  est  ad  ecclesis  instauratioaem. 
Omnino  exlraordiDarlum  fait  hoc  manusqood  Dominos  nobis  injaniit, 
dam  opera  nostra  ad  colligendas  ecclesias  asus  est.  Qui  ergo  ita  prster 
spem  hominam  insolito  modo  repente  apparaerant  sincers  pietatis  vindices, 
eomrn  vocatio  a  comminii  regnla  «stimari  non  debet.  See  also  his  Letter  to 
N.  N.  p.  Sli. 
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against  the  Anicles,  may  be  g'ood  men  for  all  that,  and  it  is 
tery  rigoToas  in  the  Church  to  excommunicate  them  for  iL 
Tho  preteoded  rigour  of  this  excommunication  will  be  con- 
aidered  in  another  place,  wheo  I  come  to  speak  of  the  Canon* 
of  the  Church:  here  I  only  observe  what  a  character  Mr.  B. 
{fives  many  of  these  his  good  men.whohavescruplesagainst 
the  Articles,  wheo  he  stiles  them  subscribing  nonconformists: 
the  Elnglish  of  which  is,  either  that  they  subscribe  against 
their  conscience,  or  at  least  make  no  conscience  to  write 
against  their  subscription:  neither  of  which  are  very  com- 
mendable qualities  in  any  men,  and  least  of  all  in  men  of 
repute  and  character  for  their  goodness.  But  be  their  good- 
ness what  it  will  in  other  respects,  the  Church  has  no  reason 
lo  alter  her  doctrine  for  their  scruples,  any  more  than  is  done 
in  the  Church  of  France,  whose  doctrine  I  have  proved  to  be 
the  same  with  our  Articles  in  every  point  that  any  of  these 
good  men  scruple.  And  ao  I  have  done  with  Mr.  B.'s  ex- 
ceptions, which  he  professes  to  be  made  not  in  his  own  be- 
half, but  in  behalf  of  others. 


0/  $ome  other  Objections  against  the  Articles,  made  by 
other  Dissenters. 

In  the  year  1660,  there  was  a  book  written  by  divers  mi- 
siaters  of  sundry  counties  in  England,  entituled,  "  Reasons, 
ihewing  the  Necessity  of  Reformation  of  the  Public  Doc- 
trine, Worship,  Rites  and  Ceremonies,  Church-Govern- 
ment and  Discipline:"  in  which  several  other  objections  are 
■dvanced  against  the  Articles,  under  the  first  head  of  reform- 
ing the  pubho  doctrine. 

They  object  against  the  sixth  Article,  "  that  it  is  defec- 
tive, because  it  enumerates  not  all  the  books  of  the  New 
Testament,  but  only  says,  all  the  books  of  the  New  TesU- 
ment,  as  they  are  commonly  received,  we  do  receive  and 
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aooomit  Oanonioal.  And  because  m  the  aame  Aiiide  it  is 
said,  by  Ganonical  Books  we  understand  such,  of  whose 
authority  there  was  neter  any  doubt  in  the  Church.  Now, 
say  they,  it  is  well  known,  that  there  have  been  doubts  in 
the  Churchi  about  the  Epistle  of  James^  the  second  of 
Peter,  and  several  other  books  and  passares  in  the  New 
Testament.  Therefore  the  article  is  defectiTe  in  not  enume^ 
fating  all  the  books  of  the  New  Testament 

Now  die  question  is,  whether  the  Article  do  not  aa  plainly 
signify  what  books  of  the  New  Testament  are  to  be  reeeiTod 
as  canonical,  as  if  it  had  particularly  enumerated  then: 
since  it  says,  all  the  books  of  the  New  Testament,  as  they 
are  commonly  receiTed,  we  do  recmTC  and  aoeoant  eanoiH* 
eal.  Who  is  there  so  ignortint,  as  not  to  know  what  books 
of  the  New  Testament  are  now  commonly  received  m  aU 
the  Churches  of  Europe,  popish  as  well  as  proteetantl 
Therefore  there  was  no  occasion  to  enumerate  then,  be^ 
cause  there  was  no  doubt  made  about  them.  ''  Y^s,  tibey 
say,  there  have  been  doubts  in  the  Church  about  the  Epistle 
of  St.  James,  the  second  of  Peter,  and  several  other  books 
and  passages  in  the  New  Testament.^*  But  this  is  either  a 
great  mistake,  or  a  great  fallacy:  for  if  they  mean  the 
Catholic  Church,  or  the  major  part  of  it,  it  is  a  great  mis- 
take to  say  there  ever  were  any  such  doubts  in  the  Church: 
but  if  they  mean  particular  men^s  opinions,  then  it  is  a  fallacy 
put  upon  the  reader,  to  call  sucK  doubts  in  the  Church ; 
for  the  Article  denies  not  that  some  of  these  books  were 
doubted  of  by  particular  persons,  but  the  meaning  is,  that 
they  were  never  generally  doubted  of  in  the  Catholic 
Church.  And  therefore  it  was  sufficient  to  say,  we  receive 
them  as  they  are  commonly  received,  and  ever  have  been 
received,  without  any  doubt  in  the  Catholic  Church. 

If  this  were  any  real  defect  in  the  Article,  or  objectioii 
against  it,  the  argument  would  be  much  stronger  against 
the  confessions  of  most  of  the  reformed  Churches,  which 
neither  enumerate  the  books  of  the  Old  Testament,  nor  the 
New,  but  only  say,  they  receive  the  Canonical  Scripture,  or 
the  writings  of  the  Prophets  and  Apostles,  as  it  is  in  the 
Saxon  confession,  art;  h    The  Helvetic,  art,  I.    Scotish 
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art  18.  Bobemic,  art.  I.  and  that  of  Wittenberg,  ait.  29. 
which  uses  the  very  expression  of  our  Articlet  to  declare 
what  books  of  the  Old  Testameot,  as  well  as  the  New,  are 
to  be  taken  for  Canonical  Scripture,  without  enumerating 
eitber  the  one  or  the  other.  "  By  the  Holy  Scripture  we 
anderstand  those  Canonical  Books  of  the  Old  and  New 
Testament,  of  whose  authority  there  never  was  any  doubt  in 
the  Church, 

Yea,  the  French  and  Belgic  confesBionB,  which  are  the 
only  confesBions  that  particularly  enumerate  all  the  books 
tmth  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  do  not  enumerate  the 
Mveral  passages  of  the  New  Testament,  of  which  some 
bsTe  doubted :  such  as  the  last  chapter  of  St.  Mark,  the 
beg^nuiDg  of  the  8th  chapter  of  St.  John,  and  llint  part  of 
the  22d  chapter  of  St.  Luke,  which  relates  the  history  of 
oor  Saviour's  bloody  sweat.  For  though  some  particular 
persons  doubted  of  these  passages,  yet  the  Church  never 
did;  and  they  are  now  commonly  received  for  Canonical 
■ad  authentic.  Upon  which  account,  the  French  Church 
hid  no  need  to  specify  these  particular  places,  but  only  to 
ttj  they  received  the  Gospels  of  Mark,  Luke,  and  John,  as 
ibey  ever  were,  and  now  are  commonly  received.  And  what 
justifies  the  Church  of  France  justifies  also  the  Church  of 
England  from  this  trifling  objection. 


CHAP.  XI. 

Of  the  ikirty-fith  Article,  and  the  Homilia. 

Another  of  their  attacks  is  upon  the  thirty-fifth  Article 
"  which  uya  the  Book  of  Homilies  contains  a  Oodly  and 
wbolesome  doctrine  necessary  for  these  times,  and  is 
iWefore  to  be  read  in  churches  by  the  ministers  diligently. 
Now  by  this  means,  they  say,  men  must  subscribe  false 
doctrines  or  assertions,  because  there  are  some  tilings  false 
in  the  Homilies ;  and  they  lostanQe  in  two  partionlars. 


T6  THi  rittiioH  cHumoH^s  apology 

*I.  In  the  Homilyof  the  time  and  place  of  prayer  part.  u.  p^ 
147.  it  is  said,  that  plurality  of  wives  was  by  special  prero*- 
gative  suffered  to  ^e  Fathers  of  the  Old  Testament,  not 
for  satisfying  their  carnal  and  fleshly  lusts,  but  to  have  many 
children,  because  every  one  of  them  hoped,  and  begged  o^ 
times  of  Ood  in  their  prayers,  that  that  blessed  seed  which 
God  promised  diould  come  into  the  world  to  break  the  ser- 
pent^s  head,  might  come  and  be  bom  of  his  stock  and  kin- 
dred/* Now  this,  they  say,  is  false,  because  every  one 
knew  out  o£  what  tribe  Christ  was  to  isslie. 

To  which  I  answer  ;  1 .  That  supposing  this  were  a  mis- 
take in  the  homily,  (as  it  is  not,  but  only  a  mistake  in  the 
objectors,)  yet  it  is  not  of  that  consequence,  as  to  hinder  tfie 
B^ok  of  Homilies  from  being  a  book  that  contains  a  Gk>dly 
and  wholesome  doctrine,  fit  to  be  read  in  Churches :  which 
is  all  that  men  subscribe  and  not  as  the  objectors  say  that 
we  subscribe  to  false  doctrines,  and  false  assertions^ 
which  is  a  fidse  assertion  in  them.  It  is  well  known, 
that  Clemens^s  Epistle,  which  has  the  story  of  the  Pbcenix 
in  it,  was  anciently  read  in  many  Churches.  So  was  also 
Hermes  Pastor,  and  the'Homilies  of  Ephraim  Cyras,  and 
several  other  Fathers,  which  perhaps  had  as  great  mistakes 
in  them.  And  what  comes  nearer  to  my  purpose,  Bexa  tells 
us,  that  Calvin's  Homilies  upon  Job  were  read  both  pub- 
licly and  privately  with  great  benefit,  in  many  parts  of  the 
French  Church,  where  they  supplied  the  place  of  pastors, 
when  pastors  were  wanting.  Beza  Pref.  HomiL  Calvin  in  Job. 

And  Hottinger  says  the  same  of  Bullinger's  Decads  of 
sermons,  that  in  Holland  and  the  rest  of  the  Belgic  Churches, 
they  were  ordered  by  public  authority,  from  the  beginning 
of  the  reformation,  to  be  read  in  such  places  as  wanted  mi- 
nisters to  preach  to  them.  Hotting.  Hist.  Ecd.  sect  xvi. 
part  iv.  p.  960.^ 

Now  it  is  great  odds,  but  that  in  two  such  large  volumes 


*  Note.  That  the  words  which  the  objectors  alledge,  are  not  in  the  Ho- 
mily, of  the  •*  Time  and  Place  of  Prayer,"  but  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Hemily,  intitaled,  **  An  Information  for  them  which  take  offence  at  cer- 
tain Places  of  the  Holy  Scripliure.*' 
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as  Bnllii^er's  Decads,  and  Calvin's  Homilies  upon  Job, 
•one  nice  critics,  if  they  would  set  about  it,  mi^ht  find  as 
preat  faults  as  our  objectors  suppofse  this  to  be  which  they 
tneDtioii.  Bat  what  then,  must  the  Churches  of  France  and 
Belgium  be  said  to  subscribe  to  the  truthof  every  tiltlo con- 
lained  in  those  two  books,  mistaken  and  all,  because  they 
think  them  toconuina  Godly  and  wholesome  doctiine,  fit 
to  be  authorized  publicly  to  be  read  in  their  congregations  ? 
No,  certainly  :  Beza  himself  was  not  so  great  an  admirer  of 
Calvin,  as  to  think  that  all  his  sermons  and  comments  were 
without  their  failings.  He  expressly  owns  the  contrary  in 
one  of  his  epistles,  where  yet  he  defends  his  catechism  at 
free  from  faults,  against  the  exceptions  of  one  Adrian,  ■ 
Dutchman.     Besa,  Ep.  4.  p.  41. 

And  this  were  a  sufficient  answer  to  our  objectors,  sup- 
posing the  passage  in  the  homily  they  quote  to  be  a  real 
intstake. 

2.  But  after  all,  the  mistake  is  only  in  themselves,  and  not 
in  the  homily.  For  the  homily  does  not  speak  of  such  fa- 
thers, as  might  know  that  the  promised  seed  was  to  issue 
out  of  the  tribe  of  Judah  ;  but  of  Abraham  and  Jacob,  who 
IiTed  loDg  before  Judah  was  horn,  or  the  promise  confined 
to  that  tribe ;  which  was  not  till  Jacob's  death  at  least,  who 
tbsD  first  made  mention  of  the  Sbiloh's  coming  out  of  the 
tribe  of  Judah.  And  this  our  objectors  could  not  be  i^o- 
nwt  of;  but  if  they  had  dealt  fairly  with  the  homily  and 
tbtix  readers,  they  had  spoiled  their  own  objection.  For 
though  the  fathers  of  other  tribes  could  not  pray  that  the 
promiaed  seed  might  come  of  their  stock  and  kindred,  after 
the  promise  was  clearly  understood  to  he  confined  to  the 
tribe  of  Jodab  ;  yet  Abraham  and  Jacob  might  pray  for  this, 
as  doubtless  they  did ;  atad  that  is  all  the  homily  asserts,  as 
any  one  will  be  satisfied  that  coasulta  it. 

Their  other  objeotton  is  against  a  passage  in  the  seoofid 
part  of  the  Homily  of  Alms,  p.  160,  where  are  these  words: 
"  The  same  lesson  doth  the  Holy  Ghost  also  teach,  in  sundry 
places  of  the  Scripture  -,"  saying,  "  Mercifulness  and  Alma- 
gtring  purgeth  from  All  sins,  and  delivereth  from  death,  and 
Brifieietli  not  the  soul  to  come  into  darkness.    A'  great  con- 
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fideoca  may^  they  have  before  the  Hig^Qod,  tfttt  .diew 
mercy  aii4  oompassion  to  them  that  are  afflicted.^  N<»w 
over  agaiiist  these  words  in  the  Hiargio  is  cited  Tobit,  4. 
Whence. bur  objectors  conclude  that  the  homily  stands 
chargeable  with  these  two  gross  errors.  ).  That  ithe  book 
of  Tobit  is  to  be  taken  for  Holy  Scriptare.  t.  Thai  it  was 
indited  by  the  Holy  Qhost* 

To  which  I  answer,  First,  That  there  is  no  necessity  of 
either  of  these  charges.  For  though  Tobit  be  cited  in  the 
margin,  yet  the  first  text  alleged  is  not  to  be  found  in  Tobit, 
but  in,  the  canonical  book  of  Proverbsi,  xvL  6.  ''  By  mercy 
and  tnilh  iniquity  is  purged.'^  And  the  next  expressioB, 
'^  Mereifalness  delivereth  from  death/^  may  as  well  be  as- 
cribed to  Solomon  also.  Prov.  x.  2.  and  xi.  4,  where  he  says, 
^'  Righteousness  delivereth  from  death,^^  that  is,  mereifol- 
ness,  as.  the  original  signifies,  and  as  it  is  sometimes  trans-! 
lated. 

Since  therefore  the  principal  part  of  these  texts  ar6  to  be 
found  in  the  Canonical  Scripture,  it  is  reasonable  to  belisve 
the  homily  refers  to  them  in  that  expression,  **  The  same 
lesson  doth  the  Holy  Ghost  also  teach  in  sundry  places  of 
the  Scripture.^'  And  though  Tobit  and  Ecclesiastieus  be 
cited  in  the  margin  at  the  same  time,  that  does  not  prove 
them  to  be  Canonical  Scripture,  indited  by  the  Holy  Ghost. 

But,  secondly,  suppose  die  homily  had  said  this  in  express 
terms  ;  yet  the  same  candour  and  favourable  construction, 
which  is  commonly  allowed  by  all  protestant  writers  to,  the 
primitive  Fathers,  will  take  off  the  seeming  harshness  and 
solecism  of  this  expression.  For  though  the  Fathers  had' 
generally  the  same  opinion  of  the  canonical  and  apocryphal 
books  that  we  h^ve,  yet  many  of  them  in  their  free  and  po- 
pular discourses  cite  the  apocryphal  books  under  the  title 
of  Holy  Scripture,  and  canonical  writings,  inspired  by  the 
Holy  Ghost.  And  yet  we  do  not  think  fit  to  condemn  Uiem, 
or  yield  up  their  testimonies  to  the  papists,  but  expound, 
them  to  an  allowable  sense  by  a  soft  and  favourable  inter- 
pretation. Thus  Chamier  observes,  that  Athanasius,  in  his 
book  de  Virginiiate,  cites  Ecclesiastieus,  under  the  title  of 
Qua  ym^n  JOivime  Scripture;  and  Hilary  on  the  ld5th 
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Psalm,  calls  tho  author  of  the  Book  of  Wisdom  by  the 
name  of  Prophet,  Id  docet  Propheta,  Yet  he  will  not  allow 
that  these  Fathers  believed  these  books  to  be  strictly  canoni- 
cal and  inspired  writings,  because  the  same  Failiers  else- 
where call  them  apocryphal.  Therefore  he  says,  "  Though 
Ihey  cited  them  sometimes  cum  pro'/atione  honoris,  with 
such  honourable  titles,  yet  it  does  not  follow  that  those 
books  are  canonical,  though  the  Fathers  allcdge  them  under 
Ihe  name  of  tloly  Scripture  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  because 
tbe;  did  not  then  staud  to  examioe  their  authority  to  the 
quick."     Cbamier,  torn.  1.  de  Canon.  Uh.  iv.  c.  iv,  n.  5. 

And  so  Rivet  in  like  manner  apologizes  for  them  against 
Baily  the  Jesuit.  "  We  do  not  deny,"  says  he,  "  that  many 
of  the  ancients  before  St.  Jerom's  time,  or  thereabouts,  did 
■ometimes  cite  the  controverted  books  as  sacred  and  Divine 
Scriptures,  and  commended  them  as  prophetical  writings. 
Thus  St.  Ambrose  calls  the  Book  of  Tobit,  Scriptura  Pro- 
phetica.  Prophetical  Scripture.  Lib.  de  Tobia.  e.  1.  Cle- 
mens Alexandr  in  us  calls  Baruch,  Divine  Scripture.  Peedag*. 
L  ii.  c.  3.  And  Theodoret,  in  his  exposition  of  Baruch,  does 
the  same.  Cyprian  terms  the  History  of  Susannah,  Divine. 
Lih.  de  Lapsis.  And  St.  Ambrose  does  the  like,  de  Spirttu 
Sameto.  o.  T.  C^rian  dtes  the  Book  of  Wisdom  by  the 
title  of  DiTine  Scriptare,  de  Habitu  Virg.  And  Cyril  of 
AlesaDcbria  follows  him  therein.  Lib.  2.  cont  Julian.  Yet 
it  doM  not  hence  follow  that  they  believed  these  books  to 
h%  itnctly  Canonical  Scripture. — We  answer  as  Bellarmine 
doefl^ont  the  Canons  of  the  Councils  and  Popes,  when  be 
says,  though  they  be  distinguished  from,  and  postponed  to 
ibi  Divine  Scripture,  yet  they  are  and  may  he  called,  «t(0 
mmdo,  in  their  way,  sacred  and  canonical  writing,  as  the  7th 
gBHeral  Council  calls  the  Decrees  of  Councils,  Divinely  in- 
ipired  constitutions.  And  Pope  Innocent  III.  cites  a  saying 
irf  St.  Austin's^  out  of  his  17th  Homily,  de  Verbis  Apoetoli. 
mder  the  title  of  Holy  Scripture.  So  we  say  of  these  apo- 
etyplial  books,  that  some  of  the  Fathers  call  them  at  large, 
atid  af^  some  sort.  Sacred  and  Divine  ;  when  they  speak  not 
aecoTately,  hut  popularly,  and  to  such  with  whom  diey  had 
no  controversy  about  them.    As  we  ouiselves  sometimes 
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eite  them,  Co  illustrate  things  coDtained  in  the 
Scripture.  Nor  do  we  deny,  but  that  though  these  books 
cannot  be  esteemed  truly  canouical,  yet  they  aie  of  greater 
authority  than  any  other  uncanonical  writings;  to  distill* 
^ish  them  from  which,  they  are  comparatively  by  some  in 
a  less  accurate  signification  termed  Sacred  and  Divine*^' 
Thus  far  Rivet  in  his  answer  to  the  Jesuit's  objectioD. 
€athoL  Orthod.  Tract  1.  q.  xiil  n.  7. 

Now  use  but  the  same  candour  and  distinction  for  this 
expression  in  the  Homilies,  as  these  learned  Frenchmen  do 
for  the  primitive  Fathers,  and  our  objector's  argument  will 
vanish  into  nothing.  For  at  worst  it  is  but  an  inaccurate 
expression  in  a  popular  discourse,  and  may  be  allowed  as 
well  as  those  sayings  of  the  primitive  Fathers;  whom  we  do 
not  presently  damn  as  heterodox  and  absurd,  but  allow  ibeai 
the  justice  of  a  fair  and  reasonable  interpretation. 

Chamier  makes  the  same  apology  for  those  Fathers,  who 
say  the  translation  of  the  Septuagint  was  m^de  by  the  in- 
spiration of  the  Holy  Ghost  Tom.  1.  lib.  xiii.  c.  iv.  n.  4. 
*'  I  answer/'  says  he,  *^  that  all  the  faithful  are  inspired  by 
the  Holy  Ghost,  whenever  they  do^ny  good  thing.  Whence 
they  are  said  to  be  taught  of  God,  and  to  have  the  Spirit  of 
God  dwelling  in  them.  But  there  are  different  degrees  of 
this  inspiration,  the  highest  of  which  is,  when  men  are  so 
moved,  as  to  be  immediately  and  extraordinarily  illuminated, 
as  the  Prophets  and  Apostles  were.  After  whom  there  is 
great  diversity  of  Spiritual  gifts ;  some  receive  more,  some 
less  of  that  infinite  abundance,  but  none  come  up  to  those 
of  the  first  rank,  though  all  may  be  said  to  be  moved  by  the 
Holy  Ghost  As  Gaudentius  said  of  St  Ambrose, 'He 
will  speak  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  with  which  he  is  filled,  and 
out  of  his  belly  will  flow  rivers  of  living  water.' "  In  this 
lower  sense  he  allows  the  authors  of  the  Septuagint  to  be 
inspired ;  but  then  he  says  it  does  not  follow  that  their 
translation  was  properly  Divine  and  authentic.  And  those 
Fathers  which  said  it  was  done  by  the  inspiration  of  the 
Holy  Ghost,  must  be  understood  of  this  inferior  and  ordi- 
nary sort  of  inspiration. 

The  same  we  say  of  the  authors  of  the  Homilies,  that 
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supposing  Ihey  hud  quoted  Tobit  and  EcclesiaBticQsa»  in- 
spired writing's,  they  must  of  necessity  be  understood  of 
(his  lower  and  ordinnry  kind  of  inspiration.  In  the  same 
sense  as  Calvin  n&y^  of  himself,  that  he  doubled  not  but  that 
he  had  the  assistance  of  God  in  writing  his  catechism. 
"  In  quo  scribendo  Dominum  mihl  adfuisse  confidol'^  Ep, 
ad  N.  p.  263.  And  as  the  Synod  of  Tonneins  told  King 
James  in  their  letter  to  him,  "  that  they  received  with  all 
reverence  and  submission  his  g'ood  and  wholesome  coun- 
sels, as  flowing  from  the  Holy  Spirit  of  God,"  Synod  of 
Tonneins,  1614,  c.l9.  p,  438. 

I  suppose  no  one  will  think,  that  either  Calvin  took  him- 
self to  he  inspired,  or  that  the  Frenchmen  at  Tonneins  had 
SDch  a  veneration  for  king;  Jnmcs,  as  to  take  his  counsels 
for  Divine  oracles.  Yet  they  mig-ht  say  truly  that  his  coun- 
sels flowed  from  the  Holy  Sf)irit  of  God,  in  the  common 
and  ordinary  way  of  Divine  assistance  ;  reserving'  it  still  as 
the  peculiar  privilege  of  Prophets  and  Apostles,  to  be  ex- 
traontiDRrily  and  infallibly  guided  by  the  Holy  Ghost. 


Of  the  Objections  made  against  the  sixteenth,  twentieth, 
thirty-fourth,  and  thirty-seventh  Articles,  by  the  afore- 
said Authors. 

The  same  authors  express  themselves  much  aggrieved  at 
ft  declaration  put  forth  by  King  Charles  the  First,  and  pre- 
fxed  to  the  Book  of  Articles,  wherein  among  other  things 
H  is  ordered,  "  That  no  man  shall  either  print  or  preach,  to 
ifaaw  any  article  aside  any  way,  nor  put  his  own  sense  or 
comment  upon  it,  but  shall  take  it  in  the  literal  and  gram- 
matical sense  of  it.  Now,  by  this  means,  they  say,  att 
miDiaters  aredeprived  of  the  liberty  of  interpreting  any  one 
of  the  articles.  So  that  whereas  it  is  said  in  the  sixteenth 
Article,  not  every  deadly  sin  willingly  committed  after  bap- 

voL.  vm.  G 
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tism,  is  the  sin  against  the  Holy  Ghost;  no  minister  may 
dare  to  open  the  nature  of  deadly  sin,  nor  say  that  all  sins 
are  deadly,  contrary  to  the  popish  distinction  of  sins  into 
mortal  and  venial ;  nor  explain  what  is  meant  by  falling 
from  grace.  So  again,  whereas  it  is  said  in  the  twentieth 
Article,  the  Church  hath  power  to  decree  rites  and  ceremo- 
nies, and  authority  in  controversies  of  faith  ;  ministers  may 
not  enquire  what  is  meant  by  the  Church,  whether  the 
Church  Catholic,  or  Church  of  England ;  nor  what  the 
Church  of  England  is ;  what  rites  or  ceremonies  it  may  or- 
dain ;  or  how  far  her  authority  extends  in  controversies  of 
faith.  And  if  she  happen  to  ordain  ought  contrary  to  God^s 
word,  or  expound  one  place  of  Scripture  repugnant  to  ano- 
ther, or  enforce  any  thing  to  be  believed  for  necessity  of 
salvation,  that  is  beside  the  word,  no  man  may  question  it: 
but  we  must  assent  and  subscribe  to  it  in  the  literal  and 
grammatical  sense  of  it,  or  be  deprived  of  all  ecclesiastical 
promotions.^*  i 

'^  And  whereas  the  d4th  Article  treats  of  the  traditions  and 
ceremonies  of  the  Church,  ordained  by  common  authority,  &c. 
we  must  not  curiously  enquire  what  is  meant  by  traditions ; 
whether  the  traditions  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  or  any  other 
Church ;  whether  traditions  be  distinct  from  ceremonies,  or 
the  same  with  them  ;  how  a  tradition  may  ba  said  to  be  or- 
dained ;  or  what  is  meant  by«common  authority."  Thus 
far  the  objectors  in  their  plea  for  reformation  of  doctrine, 
p.  3. 

To  which  I  answer,  1.  That  the  literal  and  grammatical 
sense,  is  the  sense  in  which  all  Churches  commonly  desire 
their  Articles  to  be  understood  ;  and  to  understand  them  in 
any  other  sense,  is  either  to  force  unnatural  interpretations 
upon  plain  words,  or  make  nonsense  of  them.  It  is  a  known 
controversy  betwixt  Protestants  and  Papists,  concerning  the 
literal  and  mystical  sense  of  Scripture  ;  where  the  question 
18  not,  whether  the  Scripture  be  ordinarily  to  be  taken  in  a 
literal  sense,  and  sometimes  in  a  mystical :  for  in  this  both 
sides  are  agreed  -y  as  any  one  that  pleases  may  satisfy  him- 
self, by  consulting  any  of  the  following  authors.^  Chamier, 
torn.  1.  de  sensu  Scripturae,  lib.  xv.  c.  I.   says,   <'  sensum 


worn  TUB  CBVBOH  OV  IMOUMD.  83 

Itteralem  et  mytttcum  agnoscimus,  fVe  acknowledge  both  a 
mystical  and  literal  sense  in  Scripture."  So  Whitaker,  de 
ScripU  Interpi.  q.  y.  c.  2.  "  We  affirm  there  is  one  true, 
proper,  genuine  sense  of  Scripture,  arising  from  the  words 
rig-htly  understood,  which  ne  call  literal,  &c."  RiTet 
speaks  often  to  the  same  purpose  in  his  controversial  wri- 
tings.  Rivet  Isagog.  in  Scriplur.  c.  14.  It,  Cailiol.  Orth. 
Tr.  l.Q.  T.n.  2. 

Therefore  the  objectors  were  very  weak  lo  quarrel  with 
the  king's  declaration,  for  ordering  men  lo  take  the  Articles 
in  their  literal  and  grammatical  sense,  which  is  the  only 
sense,  in  which  they  can  be  rationally  understood,  by  the 
onaninious  judgment  of  ail  protestant  writers. 

2.  Th«ir  seteral  inferences  from  iheneo,  are  altogether  as 
absurd  ;  that  therefore  ministers  may  not  explain  those  pas- 
sages in  the  several  articles  they  mention,  because  they 
mast  only  take  them  in  their  literal  and  grnmmaticnl  sense. 
They  might  as  well  have  said,  with  the  very  same  truth 
and  modesty,  that  Protestant  Churches  forbid  their  ministers 
to  explain  any  passage  of  Scripture,  or  write  any  comments 
upon  it,  because  they  soy  the  Scripture  is  to  he  understood 
in  its  Jitenil  and  grammatical  sense ;  when  yet  that  means 
no  more  than  this,  that  words  are  to  be  taken  in  their  true, 
proper,  genuine  sense,  as  they  may  reasonably  be  supposed 
to  be  taken  by  the  author  that  makes  use  of  them ;  which  is 
so  far  from  hindering  any  man  from  explaining  them,  that  it 
is  the  most  certain  rule  and  guide  to  direct  us  how  to  ex- 
plain them  right,  according  to  the  true  sense  and  meaning 
of  the  «athor.  So  much  were  our  objectors  mistaken,  both 
in  their  premises  and  their  conclusion, 
■  Their  objestion  against  the  37th  Article,  is  a  very  trifle. 
They  cannot  consent  to  read  it  as  it  is  now  printed,  and  lo 
be  taken  in  the  literal  sense,  because  it  says,  "  the  queen's 
majesty  hath  the  chief  power  in  this  realm  of  England,  &c," 
For  now  tfacy  think  it  should  be  the  king's  majesty,  since 
qaeen  Elizabeth  is  dead. 

But  why  did  not  such  men's  scniples  lead  them  as  well  to 
complain   of  subscribing  the  Bible,  and  to  require  some 
alterations  to  be  made  in  it  ?  For  there  are  many  snch  ex- 
o  2 
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pressioDS  as  this  in  the  Scripture  itself.  Thus  Oen.  35.  20. 
'**'  That  is  the  pillar  of  Rachel's  grave  unto  this  day/*  must 
not  be  taken  in  the  literal  sense  ;  because,  though  it  was  in 
being  when  Moses  wrote,  yet  now  it  is  no  where  to  be  found. 
Gen.  47.  26.  ^^  Joseph  made  it  a  law  over  the  land  of  Egypt 
unto  this  day,  that  Pharaoh  should  have  the  fifth  part  of  the 
land,'*  &c.  But  if  we  take  the  words  in  the  rigor  our  objec- 
tors do,  neither  Pharaoh  nor  the  law  are  at  this  day  in  be- 
ing :  but  they  were*  when  Moses  wrote  it.  And  so  was 
queen  Elizabeth,  when  the  Article  was  made ;  and  that  is 
enough  to  justify  the  expression,  as  appears  from  those  in- 
stances I  have  given  out  of  Scripture,  and  a  thousand  others 
that  might  be  produced  of  the  like  nature. 

And  yet  if  this  had  been  an  insuperable  scruple  with  the 
objectors  to  hinder  them  from  reading  the  Articles,  or  sub- 
scribing them,  they  might  have  found  some  copies  for  the 
ease  of  their  consciences,  where  this  alteratiod  is  made. 
For  the  editions,  of  Mr.  Rogers's  Exposition,  read  it,  ''  the 
king's  majesty  hath  the  chief  power,"  &c.  though  by  what 
authority  he  made  that  alteration,  I  know  not,  nor  shall  I 
here  stand  to  enquire. 


CHAP.  xm. 

That  the  39   Articles  are  as  complete  as  the  French 

Confession, 

There  is  one  objection  more  made  by  the  same  authors, 
which  concerns  the  Articles  in  general ;  that  is,  *'  that  they 
are  defective,  because  there  are  sundry  points  of  popery  not 
condemned  in  them ;  and  because  they  contain  nothing  of 
the  creation,  of  providence,  of  the  fall  of  man,  of  sin,  of  the 
punishment  of  sin,  of  God's  covenants,  of  effectual  calling, 
adoption,  sanctification,  faith,  repentance,  perseverance,  the 
law  of  God,  Christian  liberty,  and  liberty  of  conscience,  re- 
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ligiuus  worship,  the  Sabbath  or  Lord's  day,  marriage  and 
divorce,  the  comtnunion  of  saiats.  Church-government  and 
discipline,  resurructioD  and  the  last  judgment.  All  which 
Ihe  Scripture  teachelh  as  necessary,  as  appears  by  the  com- 
prising most  of  them  iu  tJie  Apostles'  Creed,  &c." 

But  1,  Is  it  not  a  wondor  to  hear  meo  contradict  them- 
selvex  so  grossly  in  the  very  same  paragraph  ?  They  own 
most  of  those  points  ore  comprised  in  ihe  Apostles'  Creed, 
and  at  the  same  time  say  our  articles  contain  nothinc;  of 
them  ;  when  yet  the  Articles  expressly  declare,  that  "  the 
Apostles'  Creed  is  thoroughly  to  bo  received  and  be- 
Ceved." 

2.  They  are  no  more  defective  than  the  ArticleB  of  the 
French  Confesaion  are,  which  exceed  them  but  one  in  num- 
ber, and  Bay  as  little  upon  many  of  those  points,  as  our  Ar- 
deles  do :  and  yet  no  French  protestant  ever  accused  them 
for  being  defective. 

3.  The  French  writers  own  out  Articles  to  be  a  com- 
plete profession  of  the  pure  and  sincere  doctrine  of  the 
Gospel.  That  is  the  very  character  which  Beza  gives  them 
in  luB  Epistle  Dedicatory  to  Queen  Elizabeth,  before  his 
New  Testament. 

Mr.  Le  Moyne  was  so  far  from  thinking  them  defective, 
that  be  says  no  confession  can  be  contrived  more  wisely 
than  the  English  is,  and  that'  the  Articles  of  Faith  were 
never  collected  with  a  more  just  and  reasonable  discretion. 
See  his  letter  cited  before  in  the  beginning  of  this  book, 
chap. 1 . 

If  this  be  true,  dissenters  have  no  rearion  to  quarrel  with 
our  Articles,  upon  one  account  or  other.  Mr.  Baxter  may 
complain,  that  they  are  redundant;  and  these  gentlemen, 
that  they  are  defective  :  but  wise  men  will  conclude,  that 
they  are  both  in  the  wrong,  and  that  the  Church  has 
observed  a  decent  moderation.  A  learned  person"  has 
long  ago  proved,  against  these  later  objectors,  that  there 


*  Ttiu  author  is  said  lo  bo  Bi$lin[i  Pearbuii. 
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IS  no  necessity  of  reforming  the  doctrine  of  our  Church, 
in  a  discourse,  entitled,  "  No  necessity  of  reforming,  &c.^ 
whither  I  refer  the  reader,  who  values  learning  and  anti- 
quity, for  fuller  satisfaction.  I  content  myself  with  having 
shewn  what  I  here  proposed,  that  the  doctrine  of  our 
Church,  in  all  the  controverted  Articles,  is  exactly  agreeable 
to  the  doctrine  of  the  French  Church ;  and  that  they,  who 
object  against,  or  separate  from  the  one,  upon  the  account 
of  her  doctrine,  must  by  the  same  reason  be  obliged  to 
withdraw  their  communion  from  the  other  also. 
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BOOK  III. 

THE  OBJECTIONS  AGAINST  THE  LITURGY  OF  THE 
CHUACH  OF  ENGLAND  CONSIDERED,  AND  AN- 
SWERED UPON  THE  PRINCIPLES  AND  PRACTICES 
OF  THE  REFORMED  CHURCH  OF  FRANCE.   .. 


CHAP.  L 

That  the  French  Church  hath  a  Public  Liturgy  or  Farm  of 
Prayers  and  Administration  of  Sacraments^  which  all 
Ministers  are  obliged  to  use  in  their  daily  Servicsi, 

The  French  Liturgy  is  so  often  mentioned  in  many  parts 
of  their  Book  of  Discipline  and  Canons,  already  cited  in  this 
discourse,  that  I  think  it  needless  to  offer  any  further  proofs, 
that  they  have  an  established  Liturgy  among  them.  But 
there  is  one  thing  which  it  will  not  be  amiss  to  evidence 
and  confirm  a  little  further,  which  is,  that  they  require  all, 
ministers  to  use  it  constantly,  and  in  no  wise  to  vary  or 
deviate  from  it.  Calvin  gave  this  advice  to  the  heads  of 
the  English  reformation  in  king  Edward's  days,  and  we 
need  not  doubt  but  he  took  care  to  put  it  in  practice  in  his 
own  country.  "  As  to  what  concerns  a  form  of  prayer  and 
ecclesiatical  rites,"  says  he,  "  I  highly  approve  of  it,  that 
there  be  a  certain  form,  from  which  the  ministers  be  not 
allowed  to  vary  :  that  first,  some  provision  may  be  made  to 
help  the  simplicity  and  unskillfulness^  6(  some.  Secondly, 
that  the  consent  and  harmony  of  the  Churches,  one  with 
another,  may  appear.  And  lastly,  that  the  capricious  giddi- 
ness and  levity  of  such  as  effect  innovations,  may  be  pre- 
vented. To  which  end  1  have  shewn  that  a  catechism  will 
be  very  useful.  Therefore  there  ought  to  be  a  stated  cate- 
chism, a  stated  form  of  prayer  and  administration  of  the 
sacraments."     Calvin  Ep.  ad  Protector.  Angl.  p.  4169. 

If  we  had  no  clearer  light  or  evidence  concerning  the 
practice  of  the  French  Church  in  this  matter,  this  were  a 
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stroDg  presumption  what  it  must  be,  considering  how  great 
an  hand  Calvin  had  in  its  reformation.  But  we  have  motft 
certain  and  undeniable  evidences  in  the  case.  Their  Book 
of  Discipline  in  one  canon  determines  the  controversy 
beyond  all  dispute,  cap.  5.  art.  32.  where  it  says,  "  If  any 
pastor  break  the  Churches  union,  or  stir  up  contention 
about  any  point  of  doctrine,  or  discipline,  or  about  the  form 
of  catechising*,  or  administration  of  the  sacraments,  or  of  our 
common  prayers  and  celebration  of  marriage,  and  conform 
not  to  the  determination  of  the  Classis,  he  shall  then  be 
suspended  from  his  oflBce,  and  be  further  prosecuted  by  the 
provincial  or  national  Synod.'*  Here  we  see  conformity  to 
the  Liturgy  and  all  its  parts,  as  well  as  to  the  confession  of 
faith  and  discipline,  is  made  necessary  to  the  Church's 
union.  And  this  is  demonstrable  of  every  particular  office 
contained  in  it. 

First,  for  their  ordinary  public  prayers,  they  covenant,  as 
much  as  we  do,  to  use  their  prescribed  form  and  no  other. 
Nor  do  they  ever  pretend  to  deviate  from  this  rule  m  thw 
ordinary  service,  but  only  allow  of  extraordinary  prayers  im 
some  cases,  and  upon  some  particular  occasions,  suck 
as  the  minister's  prayer  before  sermon,  and  prayers  com- 
posed for  solemn  fasts  and  thanksgivings.  He  that  pleases 
may  see  this  fully  proved  by  that  learned  Frenchman  Ludo« 
vicus  Capelius,  in  a  long  discourse  about  set  forms  of 
prayer,  where  he  shews  that  their  Liturgy  is  not  a  mere 
directory,  but  a  precise  form,  to  be  used  in  all  the  offices  it 
appoints,  by  all  the  ministers  of  the  kingdom  ;  and  he  an« 
swers  all  objections  brought  against  it.  Thes.  Salmur. 
Par.  3.  Disp.  37. 

So  that  Mr.  B's  three  arguments  against  the  subscription 
required  of  ministers  in  the  36th  canon,  which  is,  that  they 
will  use  in  public  prayer  the  forms  prescribed  in  the  Book  erf 
Common  Prayer  and  no  other,  are  altogether  as  strong 
against  the  French  Church.  1 .  First  he  says,  "  the  bishops 
themselves  bj^  the  king's  order,  do  upon  special  occasions 
of  fasts  and  thanksgivings,  prescribe,  impose  and  use  other 
forms :  and  we  must  not  covenant  to  disobey  them.     2.  The 
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pultliciniiiistershavoanddo  in  the  pulpits  before  sermons  use 
oibcT  forms;  aud  so  brenk  this  coveoant  themselves.  3.  It 
belongs  to  tbe  office  of  a  pastor  to  word  his  own  prayers,  as 
well  as  his  own  sermons  :  and  it  is  sinful  to  renounce  so  much 
o(  iho  work  of  the  office,  which  we  are  vowed  and  ordained 
lo,'"     Eng'l.  Nonconf,  cup.  vili.  p.  43. 

Then  drsl,  I  say  the  French  Church  is  g;iiUty  of  perjury, 
aud  breach  of  vow  also:  for  they  use  particular  forms  pre- 
wribed  upon  special  oecasions  of  fasts  and  thBiiksg-iving;8, 
besides  their  ordinary  form  of  prayer.  Calvin  hero  will  be 
ouf  witness,  who  tells  us  in  one  of  his  epistles,  "  That  in 
in  the  year  1541.  when  Germany  was  infested  both  with 
war  and  pestilence,  he  prevailed  with  the  magistrates  of 
Geneva  to  appoint  a  solumn  day  of  extraordinary  supplica- 
lions  for  tliem,  aud  that  he  himself  composed  the  prayers 
that  were  to  Itc  used  on  that  occasion.  Precati'ones,  quibus 
in  iia  u/erenlur,  conscripsi."  Calvin,  Ep.  p.  263.  And 
iliereis  sueii  a  form  now  anneAed  to  his  liturgy.  Tom,  8,  p.  31. 

The  French  Canons  often  mention  such  solemn  days  of 
fasting'  and  extraordinary  supplications,  in  which  they  used 
lome  new  prayers  besides  their  ordinary  service.  And  yet 
they  never  thought  themselves  guilty  of  perjury  or  breach 
of  covenant,  because  these  were  cases,  whioh  in  the  cove- 
nant itself  w  ere  presumed  to  be  excepted, 

2.  They  use  other  forms  of  prayer  in  the  pulpit  before 
their  sermons,  as  the  ministers  in  England  do.  Dr.  BerDard, 
who  pot  forth  the  book,  called  "  Bishop  Usher's  Judgment," 
&c.  p.  315.  says,  both  the  Dutch  and  French  Churches 
are  ao  strict  in  this  matter,  as  to  keep  always  to  the  Mme 
form.  The  Geneva  Liturgy  allows  every  minister  lo  choose 
what  form  he  thinks  most  convenient  fur  his  purpose.  Pre- 
tationis  Formulam  ad  id  aplam  Minister  sihi  pro  arbitrio 
Aetigit.     Calvin  Formul.  Prec.  Eccl.  T.  8.  p.  2y. 

Thus  the  Sjnod  of  St.  Mnixant  allows  the  minister,  that 
oritains  another,  to  use  a  prnyer  of  his  own  composing,  'till 
he  comes  to  the  prayer  of  consecration,  and  then  he  must 
use  the  form  w  hich  they  prescribe,  and  no  other.  See  this 
cited  a  little  after  in  this  same  chapter. 
.\ny  one,  that  will  turn  over  any  volume  of  Calvin's  set- 
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mons^  will  find  at  the  end  of  every  homily  a  short  prayer  of    ' 
his  own^  about  the  length  of  one  of  our  colleetSy  suited  to 
the  matter  or  subject  of  his  discourse,  which  he  constantly 
nsed  besides  the  long  prayer  prescribed  in  the  Liturgy  to  be 
used  after  sermon. 

3.  The  French  Church  did  not  think  it  belonged  so  abso- 
lutely to  the  office  of  a  pastor,  to  word  his  own  prayinrs  | 
no,  nor  yet  his  own  sermons,  as  Mr.  B.  says  it  does,  wha 
therein  condemns  himself ;  that  in  1661.  presented  a  new 
liturgy  to  the  bishops,  which  words  the  pastors^  prayers 
for  them^  as  much  as  the  old  liturgy  does.  And  I  €»iUiol 
think  whom  Mr.  B.  intended  to  serve  by  making  this  ob^ 
jection,  unless  those,  who  reject  the  use  of  all  set  forms  ift 
general,  as  simply  unlawful.  For  if  it  belong  to  the  offiee 
of  a  minister  to  word  his  own  prayers,  then  he  sins  in  using 
a  set  form :  and  if  so,  all  protestant  ministers  are  to  blame, 
both  in  the  French  and  ail  other  protestant  Churches ;  for  they 
do  not  always  word  their  own  prayers,  but  use  the  forms  that 
are  prescribed  for  them.  But  then  they  do  not  contradict  and 
condemn  themselves,  and  say  with  Mr.  B;  that  it  beloiigt 
to  the  office  of  a  pastor  to  word  his  own  prayers,  but  think  that 
in  most  cases,  it  is  better  the  church  by  common  consent 
should  word  them  for  him  ;  and  in  some  cases,  it  is  more 
advisable  to  word  men^s  sermons  for  them  too,  where  pas» 
tors  are  weak  and  ignorant  as  many  were  in  England, 
France,  Holland,  &c.  in  the  beginning  of  the  reformation, 
for  the  assistance  of  whom,  Calvin's  Sermons,  and  Bulling- 
er's  Decads,  and  our  Book  of  Homilies,  were  allowed  to . 
be  read  in  churches.  But  of  this  I  haye  spoken  before. 
1  now  proceed  with  the  business  of  set  forms  in  other  officeSi 

Conformity  to  the  rubrick  and  canons,  which  appoint  the 
form  of  administering  the  holy  communion,  is  strictly 
required  by  the  Synod  of  St.  Maixant,  under  pain  of  eccle- 
siastical censure ;  cap.  6.  art.  14.  '^  That  hereafter  there 
may  be  a  general  uniformity  in  the  Churches  of  this  king- 
dom, in  the  administration  of  the  Lord's  Supper, — all  pastors 
are  enjoined  to  abstain  from  any  new  or  private  methods  of 
their  own  ;  as  of  reading  the  words  of  institution  between 
the  ordinary  long  prayer,  and  that  appointed  particularly 
for  this  sacrament,  &c.''  Then  after  several  other  rites  men- 
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and  enjoined,    they  conclude  with   this  sanction : 
ses  and  Synods  shall  have  their  eyes  over  those,  who 
dtmry  to  diis  order,  and  reduce  them  to  their  duty 
befitting  censures/^ 
e  we  have  express  mention,  not  only  of  a  form  of 

to  be  used,  but  in  what  order,  and  with  what  rites 
remonies  the  whole  administration  is  to  be  performed; 
eh  I  shall  speak  more  fully,  when  I  come  to  consider 
rticular  objections  that  are  made  against  our  office  for 
ftting  the  holy  communion.  At  present  it  is  sufficient 
e  observed,  how  this  Synod  enjoins  the  use  of  a  set 
1  administering  the  communion  as  strictly  as  any  rule^ 
» <yr  mbrick  in  the  Church  of  England. 
iwrre  the  same  exactness  required  in  keeping  clone  to 
le  and  form  appointed  for  the  administration  of  the 
sacrament  of  baptism.  Of  which  I  will  only  give  this 
stance  out  of  a  canon  of  the  Synod  of  Vitre,  1583. 
.  art.  8.  The  question  being  proposed,  "  Whether 
Qal  form  of  prayer  should  be  recited  at  the  baptism 
ints  born  out  of  matrimony,  or  in  adultery,  or  incest, 
se  there  are  in  it  those  words,  *  Begotten  of  Father 
fother  whom  thou  hast  called  into  thy  Church  V 
lynod  judged,  that  there  should  be  no  dispute  made 
it,  for  reasons  which  they  there  assign."  Whence  I 
that  if  they  would  not  suffer  any  vcriation  to  be  made 
usual  form  of  baptism,  in  so  extraordinary  and  singular 
»,  much  less  would  they  allow  it  to  any  upon  common 
rdinary  occasions. 

i  as  they  strictly  keep  to  their  form  in  th6  baptism  of 
8,  so  do  they  likewise  in  the  baptism  of  adult  persons. 
*  Sd  Synod  of  Charenton,  1645.  composed  a  particular 
or  the  baptism  of  persons,  converted  from  paganism, 
m,  mahometanism,  and  anabaptism,  which  is  inserted 
he  acts  of  that  Synod,  cap.  9.  where  there  is  a  long 
r,  and  particular  interrogatories  and  answers  for  each 
Q,  containing  a  renunciation  of  his  former  errors,  &c. 
ich  form  by  order  of  that  Synod  is  enjoined  to  be  used 
ularly  on  those  occasions,  whenever  God  shall  be 
ed  to  make  any  additions  to  His  Church,  of  such  con- 
.''      Synodie.  T.  2.  p.  447. 
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Next  for  the  form  and  manDer  of  catechisipg,  they  enjoin 
the  use  of  Calvin's  Catechism,  and  allow  not  the  least  varia* 
tion  from  it  Some  motions  were  made  once,  and  again  in 
the  Synods  of  Montauban  and  Saumur,  whether  Calvitt's 
Catechism  should  not  be  changed.  ''  But  it  was  decreed, 
that  it  should  be  retained,  without  the  least  alteration  made 
therein,  nor  should  ministers  be  suffered  to  expound  any 
other/'  Synod  of  Montauban,  1594.  cap.  iv.  art  4.  SavH 
mur,  1596.  cap  iv.  art.  2. 

The  Synod  of  Gap.  1603.  renewed  the  same  injunctioD, 
and  added  this  further  Canon  about  the  manner  of  expound- 
ing it.  ^'  That  whereas  some  chose  a  particular  text,  and 
accommodated  it  to  that  particular  section  of  the  catechiam 
they  would  treat  of,  they  were  required  not  to  alter  the  esta- 
blished order,  but  to  conform  as  others  did  unto  it."  Cap. 
iiL  art  5. 

And  in  the  Synod  of  Loudun,  1659.  cap.  viii.  art.  2.  it  waa 
ordered,  *^  that  in  those  churches  which  have  two  sermons 
on  the  Lord's  day,  the  second  sermon  should  be  turned  into 
an  exposition  of  the  catechism,  by  way  of  common-plaoe." 
So  nice  were  they  in  prescribing  not  only  the  form  and 
words  of  a  catechism,  but  the  very  manner  also  in  which  il 
should  be  expounded. 

They  are  as  strict  in  observiog  a  precise  rule  and  form  in 
ordination  of  ministers.  The  Synod  of  St.  Mai^ant  leaves  the 
pastors  at  liberty  to  conceive  a  prayer  of  their  own  before  the 
consecration,  but  when  they  come  to  that,  they  must  insert 
these  or  the  like  words :  *'  we  beseech  thee,  O  God,  to  enrich 
and  furnish  this  thy  servaat;  duly  chosen  according  to  the  or- 
der established  in  this  thyChurch,  with  the  gifts  and  graces  of 
thy  Holy  Spirit,  &c.  whom  we  do  now  dedicate  and  conse- 
crate by  this  our  prayer  unto  the  office  of  a  Gospel-minister. 
And  at  these  words  the  pastor  praying  shall  stand  up,  and 
lay  his  hand  on  the  head  of  the  ordained  minister,  who  shall 
kneel  before  him  at  the  foot  of  the  pulpit.  And  prayer  be- 
ing ended,  and  the  new  pastor  risen  up,  the  minister  shall 
give  him  the  right  hand  of  fellowship,  in  the  presence  of  all 
the  people.  And  this  Canon  and  form  shall  be  unanimously 
observed  in  all  the  provinces  of  the  kingdom."  Synod  of. 
St.  Maixant.  cap.  iii.  art.  4, 
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Here  w«  liavc  not  only  a  form  of  words,  but  the  very  ce- 
remonies enjoined,  to  he  used  both  at  and  after  consecration. 
And  that  none  mi  vht  vary  from  them,  it  is  ordered,  that  this 
Canon  should  be  inserted  inio  the  Book  of  Discipline,  where 
DOW  it  stands,  cap.  i,  art  8.  and  all  swear  to  observe  it. 

Next  for  their  office  of  matrimony,  they  arc  very  precise  in 
prescribing  rules  about  it ;  some  of  which  I  will  here  trans- 
cribe out  of  their  book  of  discipline,  which  has  a  whole 
chapter  consisting  of  thirty-two  canons,  relating^  to  it. 

The  23d  Cnnon  requires  "  all  marriag'os  to  be  publicly 
toleniDi^ed  in  the  religious  assemblies  of  the  f&tthful,  ac- 
cording to  the  Word  of  God,  and  by  the  ministry  of  the  pas- 
tors, and  not  of  any  others,"  Which  is  also  a  canon  of  the 
Synod  of  Montauban,  1594.  cap.  iii.  art.  19. 

The  24th  Canon  says,  "  no  marriage  shall  be  solemnized 
on  those  days  in  which  the  sacrament  of  the  Lord's  Supper 
it  idministered.  And  this  canon  shall  not  be  broken  but 
upon  very  great  consideratious,  to  be  allowed  by  the  consis- 
toiy.  Not  shall  any  marriage  be  celebrated  on  days  of  pub- 
I    lie  prayer  and  fasting." 

I  The  Sj-nod  of  Loudun,  1659,  cap.  x.  art.  5.  prescribes  ca- 
nonical hours  also.  "  No  ministers  shall  marry  any  persons 
in  their  churches,  excepting  at  the  hours  accustomed  for 
aich  solemnities."  And  there  every  provincial  Synod  is 
irapoweted  to  make  canons  about  the  times  and  places  of 
celebrating  marriages. 

The  Synod  of  Vertm-Ie,  1567.  cap,  x,  art.  6,  orders, 
"  that  no  marriage  shall  be  celebrated  on  any  week-day,  ex- 
cept there  be  a  sermon,  nor  upon-the  Lord's  day,  except  at 
liae  o'clock  in  the  morning ;  when  the  parties  are  to  come 
bafora  aermon,  or  else  to  be  turned  away  unmarried." 

The  I5th  OaDOD  of  the  Book  of  Discipline,  requires  "  all 
narriagfes  to  be  propounded  first  to  the  consistory,  with  a 
nficient  certificate  of  the  promises." 

The  19th  Canon  says,  "  the  Churches  shall  not  sufierany 
petaons  to  be  married,   without  an  ample  knowledge  and 

I    approbation  of  them." 
The  21  St.     "  If  one  of  the  parties,  who  would  marry,  be 
eicomrDitnicated,  the  marriage  shall  not  be  permitted  in  any 
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of  our  charclieSy  unless  the  party  ha^e  done  penance  for  his 
offences.^ 

The  16th  requires  ''  the  banns  of  marriage  to  be  pub- 
lished in  those  places  where  the  parties  dwell :  and  if  they 
have  a  mind  to  celebrate  their  marriage  elsewhere,  they 
shall  carry  with  them  a  sufficient  certificate^  that  the  banns 
have  been  thrice  published/^ 

The  17th  Canon  says,  "  the  banns  shall  be  published  on 
three  Sabbath  days  following,  in  those  places  where  the. 
Word  of  God  is  preached,  and  in  other  places  when 
common  prayers  are  read^' 

Now  these  rules  are  in  a  great  measure  the  same  that  are 
prescribed  in  our  Church,  or  at  least  justify  our  Canons  and 
rubricks,  in  restraining  marriage  to  certain  times  and  places^ 
and  canonical  hours,  and  the  benediction  of  a  lawful  minis- 
ter, and  the  use  of  banns,  certificates,  &c. 

And  the  very  office  of  marriage  is  prescribed  in  their 
Liturgy,  to  be  with  certain  prayers  and  benedictions,  and 
gift  of  body  also;  which  is  the  same  with  that  expression  ia 
our  office,  which  some  have  so  much  scrupled,  "  with  my 
body  I  thee  worship/*  The  ring  indeed  is  not  used,  as  it  is 
with  us  and  some  other  protestant  Churches :  but  now  Mr. 
B.  says,  that  good  old  objection  is  laid  aside ;  for  the  com- 
missioners at  Sion  College  in  1661.  bad  nothing  to  say 
against  it,  Engl.  Nonnonf.  cap.  ii.  So  that  I  need  not  look 
further  how  to  justify  it  from  the  rules  or  practice  of  the 
French  Church. 

There  is  one  form  more  prescribed  in  the  French  Church, 
which  is  not  in  ours,*  but  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Ushop, 
which  is  the  form  of  excommunication,  decreed  by  the  Synod 
of  Alez.  1620.  and  by  the  following  Synod  at  Charenton, 
incorporated  with  the  Canons  of  Church  discipline,  cap.  v. 
art.  17.  whereby  it  was  made  a  common  form,  which  the 
ministers  were  obliged  upon  oath  to  use  in  all  the  churches. 

of  the  kingdom. 

.^ ^ > 

*  Therewas  anciently  a  form  of  excoromanicatibn  appointed  in  oorChorcIl 
as  I  find  in  the  canons  made  in  the  Synod  under  Archbishop  Parker,  1571? 
entitled,  A rticulidesacroministerioetprocuratione  Ecclesiarom;  at  the  end 
of  which  is  annexed  a  form  of  the  sentence  of  excommunication. .  Vld.  Spar* 
row.  Collect,  p.  S42. 
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As  lo  a  funeral  oftice,  it  is  true  lliey  have  none  prescribed: 
bat  then  I  observe  they  are  not  at  liberty  to  uBe  what  they 
please,  but  under  an  express  prohibition  and  injuDCtlon 
lo  use  none  at  all ;  for  their  Canons  expressly  forbid  it  * 
"  At  funerals  there  shall  be  neither  prayers,  nor  sermona, 
nor  any  dole  of  public  alms  ;  that  so  all  supefBtitioDfi,  and' 
other  inconveniences  may  be  avoided,"  says  Iheit  book  of 
<liscipliDe.  cap.  x.  art.  5.  And  the  same  decrct^  occurs  in  the 
Synods  of  Orleans,  1662.  Fi^eac,  1579.  MonUaban,  1694. 
andSaumur,  1596.  In  the  last  of  which  amotion  was  made, 
"by  the  deputy  of  Normandy,  to  alter  this,  nod  pertnU  ex- 
hortations to  bo  made  at  the  interring  of  the  cleaid.  But  the 
Synod  decreed,  that  there  should  be  nothing  innovated  in 
that  article."     Synod  of  Saumur,  1596.  cap.  3. 

So  that  here  they  were  as  much  obliged  to  negatiTe  con- 
fi)nnily  in  this  point,  ns  they  were  to  positive  conformity  in 
the  rest.  They  might  neither  pray  with,  nor  without  a  form, 
■t  a  funeral,  norsomuchas  make  a  funeral  sermon  to  the' 
people. 

Upon  the  whole,  it  appears  that  every  tiling  among  them 
VaB  \a  be  done  by  rule  and  order:  where  lliey  had  form! 
prescribed,  they  were  obliged  to  observe  ihem;  where 
any  ihing  was  to  he  done  and  no  form  prescribed,  then 
Uiey  were  at  liberty,  ns  we  are,  to  make  a  form  for  them- 
selves; but  where  any  thing  was  forbidden,  as  prayers 
and  sermons  at  funerals,  there  they  presumi^l  not  to  speak 
a  word  in  public,  with  or  without  a.  form,  being  upon  oath 
lo  follow  their  rules  ofdisciphne  throughuiil  the  kingdom. 
And  I  can  sec  no  difftirenee  betwixt  the  French  Church  and 
aurn  in  this  whole  matter,  save  only  that  lliey  were  com- 
monly more  strict  in  exacting  conformity  to  ihuir  orders  and 
prescriptions. 

I  have  hitherto  considered  the  general  agreement  of  the 
two  Charches  on  this  point,  in  that  both  of  them  have  an 
established  Liturgy,  to  which  all  ministers  in  their  practice 
are  obliged  to  conform :  but  that  is  not  sufficient  to  vindicate 
Ae  English  Liturgy,  unless  we  take  off  the  particular  excep- 
tions that  are  made  ag^ainst  it.  Therefore  I  shall  in  the  next 
place  examine  what  opinion  the  French  Church  has  always 
had  of  our  Liturgy  and  Communion  in  particular,  and  shew 
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Ifast  die  diief  objeGlioDS  made  agmhist  it  fay  dnKBtctB,  may 
be  answered  opoD  the  prmctples  and  ptaetiee  of  the  French 
draieh. 


CHAP.  II. 

Thai  the  French  Chmrch  aUaws  of  Comwumiam  with  Ab 

COmreh  of  Emglamd,amd  eomdeikns  thme, thai wtwmOe 

from  it  upom  the  Aeeommi   of  her  Liturgy  or  ihMie 


If  we  examine  the  seotimeots  of  the  French  Chmdi  from 
the  b^^ning*  of  the  reformation  to  this  time,  we  shall 
always  find,  that  they  allowed  it  lawful  to  communicate  with 
the  Church  of  England  in  her  Liturgy,  and  condemned  sepa- 
ration from  it  as  criminal  schism.  When  the  discontoited 
exiles  at  Frankford,  Knox,  Whittingham,  &c.  wrote  to  Cal- 
Tin,  giving  him  an  account -of  the  Eoglish  Liturgy,  he  sent 
them  this  pacifying  answer ;  ''  that  in  the  Liturgy,  as  they 
des<»ibed  it  to  him,  he  found  some  tolerabiles  imefiimi^ 
things  not  so  fitly  ordained  as  were  to  be  wished,  y^  sUch 
as  might  be  borne  with  for  a  season,  forasmuch  as  no  mau- 
fest  impie^  was  cmitained  in  them.  And  therrfore  he  ad* 
vised  them  not  to  be  OTer-rigid  in  their  disputes  about 
them.^    CaU.  Ep.  200.  ad  Anglos  Frankford.  p.  9a 

Now  as  Mr.  Sprint  in  his  Cassander  Anglicus  long  ago 
observed,  this  answer  was  made  to  that  description  which 
Knox  and  Whittingham  gave  him  of  the  Eoglish  Liturgy, 
which  probably  was  none  of  the  fairest  representations :  yet 
he  so  far  justified  it,  as  to  say  there  was  nothing  impious  or 
intolerable  in  it,  that  might  justify  a  separation.  He  is  so 
free  indeed  as  to  say,  there  were  some  remains  of  popish 
dregs  in  it;  yet  he  would  not  have  them  divide  communion 
upon  it,  but  wait  for  a  further  reformation. 

Beza  was  of  the  same  mind,  when  he  wrote  to  the  discdjti* 
tented  brethren  in  England,  conjuring  them  by  all  that  is 
good  and  sacred,  not  to  forsake  the  communion  of  the  Church 
for  such  indifierent  rites  and  ceremonies,  as  were  then  im- 
posed upon  them.     I  have  produced  the  passage  at  large 
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before,  out  of  his  I2lb  epistle,  and  therefore  need  not  here 
repeat  it.     See  Book  I.  c.  5. 

But  I  will  add  what  he  wrote  to  Bishop  Grindal,  upon 
occasion  of  the  first  separation  that  was  begun  in  England 
by  (hose  that  disliked  the  Liturgy  :  "  Won  sine  aeerbissiwut 
dolore  intelleximus,  usque  eo  vexari  EecUsitu,  «*  nfmiaUU 
jam  seorsim  suos  cwtua  kabeant.  It  ia  not  without  moet 
bitter  sorrow  of  heart  that  1  understand  your  Churches  are 
M  far  disturbed,  as  that  some  begin  to  hold  aeparate 
meetings  amon^  you,  &c:  Ep.  23.  ad  Orindal." 

\o  one  doubtless  would  have  used  such  pasuonate 
expressions  againt  separate  meetings  to  an  English  bishopi 
who  thought  communion  with  the  Church  in  her  liturgy 
unlawful,  and  that  it  was  necessary  to  make  a  separation 
from  her. 

But  we  have  a  greater  testimony  from  the  mouth  of  Beza. 
It  was  in  the  year  1564  some  years  after  the  reformation 
was  completed  by  Queen  Elizabeth,  that  Beza  dedicated  his 
New  Testamont  to  her ;  where,  in  the  epistle  dedicatory  he 
tells  her,  "  That  England  owed  to  her,  verum  Dei  cuUum, 
nunc  tandem  a  sordidissimis  ilUa  antickriatianismi  sordi- 
bus  repurgatam  ;  the  true  worship  of  God  now  at  length 
purged  from  the  sordid  dregs  of  antichristianism.  Which 
thing  did  deservedly  set  her  above  all  kings  in  the  world: 
for  some  kings  could  not  reform  as  they  would  ;  others  were 
otter  enemies  to  all  reformation  ;  and  those  few,  that  did 
i^onn,  did  it  in  such  a  manner,  ax  to  leave  religion  still 
defonned  with  many  failings,  especially  iri  point  of  eccle- 
siastical discipline.  Some  condemned  idolatry,  but  did  not 
cast  out  the  idols ;  others  cast  out  the  popish  mass,  only  to 
introduce  another  of  their  own.  All  unanimously  agreed  in 
rejecting  Iransubstantiation,  but  yet  many  endeavoured  to 
establish  as  fond  doctrines  in  its  room.  But  you,  O  Queen," 
nys  he,  "and  your  people  by  your  means,  enjoy  what 
perhaps  no  other  kingdom  does,  the  complete  profession  of 
the  pure  and  sincere  doctrine  of  the  Gospel.  To  which,  if 
you  add  (what  all  good  men  hope  for,  qihI  the  most  faithful 
bishops  of  your  kingdoms  liave  long  ago  desired)  the  full 
restoration  of  ecclesiastical  discipline  also ;  in  truth  I  do 
VOL.  VII.  H 
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not  see  what  Eogland  can  desire  more  of  yoo^  or  your 
majesty  can  eoDfer  more  apoo  it/' 

Here  are  none  of  those  home-bred  charges  of  saperstition, 
idolatry,  aDUchnstianism,  popery,  brought  against  the  litar- 
gy ;  bat  it  is  owned  to  be  the  pure  worship  of  God,  purged 
from  the  filth  and  dregs  of  antichristianism.    Oor  docstrioe 
also,  contained  in  the  Articles,  is  commended  as  a  complete 
system  of  the  pure  and  sincere  doctiine  of  the  Gospel,  free 
from  those  errors  and  defects,  which  may  be  found  in  some 
other  Churches.     And  for  discipline,  it  is  not  so  defectif e 
as  to  make  the  Church  deformed,  as  he  says  some  others    i 
are  for  want  of  it ;  only  he  wishes  it  were  more  completdy   | 
and  fully  restored,  which  is  the  Churches  own  wish  in  tb^   | 
office  of  commination.     Now  either  Beza  strained  a  point  lo   | 
compliment  the  Queen,    or  else  he  highly  justifies   the    \ 
Church  of  England :  for  I  cannot  see  what  any  of  her  own    | 
sons,  that  had  studied  for  it,  could  have  said  more  in  her 
commendation. 

,  If  from  these  we  descend  to  authors  of  later  days,  who 
had  better  opportunities  to  acquaint  themselves  with  the  1 
knowledge  of  the  EIngiish  Liturgy  than  the  former,  we  shall  \ 
find  as  ample  testimonies  given  of  it,  as  of  the  English  I 
Church.  \ 

Isaac  Casauban,  a  man  inferior  to  none  in  learning  and 
knowledge  of  ecclesiastical  antiquity,  gives  this  character 
of  the  Church  of  England,  as  it  stood  reformed  by  Queen 
Elizabeth  and  King  James,  that  no  Church  in  the  world 
came  nearer  to  the  form  of  the  most  flourishing  primitive 
Church ;  having  observed  a  middle  way  betwixt  the  two 
extremes  of  such  others,  as  failed  either  by  excess  or  defect, 
by  which  moderation  she  obtained  this  privilege,  that  even 
those,  who  envied  her  happiness,  were  constrained  to  extol 
her  in  comparison  of  other  Churches/'  Prsef.  Elxercii.  in  " 
BaroD.  See  also  his  answer  to  Card.  Perron,  cited  by  \ 
Bishop  Morton  of  Episcopacy,  p.  4. 

About  the  same  time  Dr.  Rivet,  being  then  scribe  of  the 
National  Sj-nod  of  Tonnetns,  wrote  in  the  name  of  the 
whole  Synod,  a  letter,  full  of  high  respect  to  King  James, 
in  which  they  not  only  give  hitn  in  particular  the  title  of  the 


bright-shiDiDg  atnr  in  tlie  heaven  of  Qod's  (^oroh,  with 
some  other  elo^iiims  nf  the  like  nature,  but  alao  t«ll  him  it 
was  their  most  earnest  desire  to  raainlain  a  good  OOrreapOD- 
deoce  tvilh  (he  Churches  of  hia  kin^dotua."  Which  had 
been  altogether  false  and  lidicutoiia,  had  they  belierad  the 
tituTgy  or  tho  Coinniunion  of  the  English  Church  oolavr- 
ful.  See  this  letter  in  the  acts  of  the  Synod,  cap.  xix.  p.  43t. 

LudovtcuB  le  Blanc,  a  maa  of  itccurato  judgment,  umI 
one  who  had  viewed  the  English  Liturgy,  having  occasion 
to  cite  it,  though  but  upon  a  particular  acconnt,  yet  givef 
it  such  a  character,  as  shews  he  had  a  general  liking  irf 
it  and  did  not  think  any  part  of  it,  auperetitiout  or 
unlawful.  Otherwise  he  would  scarce  have  alleged 
it  with  so  honourable  a  title,  as  "  Celebris  ilia  Liturgia 
Anglicana,  the  famed  English  Liturgy,"  and  much  leas 
have  used  its  authority  to  pay  some  respect  to  the 
Apocryphal  Books,  (as  I  shall  shew  hereafter  that  he 
does)  had  he  believed  it  so  mean  or  ii^terfect  a  work, 
as  some  would  make  it.  Vid.  'le  Blanc.  Thes.  de  Script. 
Canon,  et  Apochr.  p.  175. 

I  do  not  here  add  the  testimonies  of  those  three  late 
eminent  divines,  Mr.  do  TAngle,  Mr.  le  Moyne,  and  Mr. 
le  Claude,  because  their  whole  letters  on  this  subject  may 
be  eeen  at  the  end  of  Bishop  Stillingfleet's  "  Unreasonabte- 
nesa  of  Separation."  And  many  others  I  omit,  which  have 
been  already  produced  by  Mr.  Durel ;  only  I  will  crave 
leave  to  repeat  one  testimony  cited  by  him  out  of  Ludovicua 
CapelluB,  divinity  professor  at  Sauraur ;  who,  in  hia  dis- 
conrte  about  Liturgies  among  the  Theses  Salmurienses, 
gives  this  testimony  to  the  Liturgy  of  the  Church  of  Eng^ 
Uod,  among  the  itest  that  were  compiled  by  the  first  refor- 
Diera  in  every  nation.  "  At  the  Reformation,"  says  he,  "  the 
Liturgy,  or  service  of  the  Church  was  purged  from  all 
popish  Kuperstition  and  idolatry,  and  all  such  ceremonies  as 
vere  either  too  burthensome,  or  of  no  use  towards  edifica- 
tion. And  then  set  forms  of  Liturgy  were  composed  and 
prescribed,  by  the  several  authors  of  the  reformation,  in  the 
countries  where  they  hved ;  as  in  Germany,  France,  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  Belgium,  &c.  varying  as  httle  as  might  be 
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from  the  ■■cignt  faraw  of  the  pnmrtJTe  C^mdL  AwldieM 
set  fomw  hmTe  hitherto  been  happily  used  wiA  pfoit  and 
adrantage,  by  the  refonned  Chordies  in  eveiy  oatioo ;  till 
at  lastyoir  Tery  late,  there  arose  in  Engiand  a  soft  of  iDoroae 
and  froiraid,  niee  and  ecrnpohNis,  not  to  say  aapentitioos 
men,  who  upon  very  sCgfatand  doider  reaaona  have  thooght 
fit  not  only  to  disparage,  hot  abrogate  the  litngy  hitherto 
naed  in  ^  Choidi,  (tc^ether  with  the  whole  hierafediy  of 
bishops)  and  instead  of  the  Litorgy,  hare  sabstitoted  the 
Directory  (as  they  call  it)  in  its  room;  whidi  contains  no 
certain  form  in  express  words,  bat  only  die  heads  of  maiA 
things  as  either  in  prayers,  or  administratkm  of  die  Sacra- 
ments, or  the  nse  of  other  rites  and  ceremonies,  are  to  be 
said,  d€wie,  asked  of  God,  or  propoonded  to  die  people; 
meanwhile  leaTing  it  to  the  lilmty  of  every  pastor  to 
press  himself  in  what  words  he  pleases.  To  which 
other  farioos  and  mad  men  have  added  ;  that  it  is  nnlawfal 
to  use  any  prescribed  form  of  prayers,  either  in  pablie  or 
in  private,  and  that  a  Godly  man  cannot  with  a  safe  eon- 
sci^ice  be  present  at  them.  Thes.  Salmur.  part.  3.  Disp. 
47  de  litnrgia,  p.  658. 

This  he  calls  matter  of  &ct ;  after  which  he  proceeds  to 
dispute  de  Jure,  concerning  the  lawfulness  and  necessity 
of  set  forms  in  all  the  parts  of  divine  service,  and  answers 
all  the  common  pleas  that  are  made  against  sndi  imposi- 
tions and  injunctions ;  which  I  leave  the' reader  to  consult 
at  his  leisure,  and  go  on  to  consider  the  exceptions  that  are 
made  against  our  Liturgy  in  particular,  beginning  with  the 
business  of  assent  and  consent,  which  some  make  the 
ground  of  all  their  scruples. 
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Ihil  the  French  Church  requires  Assent  and  Consent  to 
her  Liturgy,  %c.  as  strictly  as  the  Church  of  England. 

To  make  this  appear,  it  will  be  necesnary  to  shew  first 
what  the  Church  of  England  meaiiR  by  assent  and  consent : 
for  the  straining  of  this  too  high,  and  putting  too  rigid  a 
sense  upon  it,  seems  to  minister  the  chief  occasion  of  objec- 
tions against  it.  Now  it  is  to  be  observed,  tbnt  assent  and 
eonseDt  are  wordu  of  the  very  same  importanoe,  &a  Dr. 
Falkner  proves  from  many  instances  in  our  statute- (aw,  and 
nean  no  more,  when  applied  to  things  (o  be  practiced, 
ordered,  or  used,  save  only  an  allowance  that  they  may 
lawfally  be  used  or  practiced.  Thus  we  give  our  unfeigned 
aoentand  consent,  to  all  and  every  thing  contained  and 
preccribed  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  &e.  that  is,  that 
we  allow  it  to  be  a  book  that  has  nothing  contrary  to 
Ood's  holy  ordinances  in  it;  but  is  such  as  may  law- 
fully and  piously  be  used  in  all  the  offices  prescribed  there- 
in, and  that  as  suc^  we  nuiselves  will  use  it  to  the 
•dification  of  his  Church.  In  the  same  manner  we  give 
oar  asabnt  and  consent  to  the  Book  of  Homilies,  that  (as 
the  35th  Article  expresses  it)  they  contain  a  godty  and 
i^olesome  doctrine,  necessary  for  these  times,  and  fit  to  be 
Tcad  in  churches  by  the  ministers,  that  the  people  may 
naderetand  them,"  Now  supposing  there  should  be  in  any 
of  these  some  lesser  mistakes  or  errors  of  small  moment; 
rachasa  wrong  quotation  of  an  author,  a  weak  conse- 
quence in  argumentation,  a  misapplication  of  a  text  of 
Scripture,  or  a  doubtful  interpretation  of  any,  or  a  para- 
chronism in  point  of  history,  or  the  like :  these  are  errors 
indeed,  which  in  strictness  no  man  can  assent  to  as  truths, 
(if  that  were  the  precise  meaning  of  assenting :)  but  he 
may  give  his  unfeigned  assent  and  consent  to  the  use  of 
those  books,  notwithstanding  any  such  errors  contained  in 
them.  For  they  are  not  of  that  moment,  as  to  make  the 
books  unlawful  or  unfit  to  be  used,  as  containing  any  false 
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doctrine,  dcttmclife  of  faith  or  iiianiierB,  or  any  ways 
tending  to  corropt  men^s  minda,  or  hinder  thw  ediScalion. 
If  they  be  soond  in  all  substantial  points,  and  e? ^y  way 
fitted  to  instract  and  edify  men  in  the  trath  of  ChiistiaB 
faith  and  pie^,  they  hare  all  that  is  requisite  in  strietneas 
for  a  man  to  ass^it  and  eonsent  to  the  public  use  of  them. 
Thus  Dr.  Falkner  says  well ;  '^  That  eren  such  persons,  who 
conceire  some  things  or  ezpressioos  prescribed,  eidier  in 
the  phrases  of  common  prayer,  or  in  the  pointing  of  die 
Psalms,  or  in  the  translation  of  the  Psalms,  or  other  Set^ 
tnres,  not  to  be  suitable  to  their  own  desires  or  apprAan 
sions,  (yet  to  be  free  from  sin,  and  of  such  a  nature,  as  thai 
the  whole  remaineth  useful  to  guide  the  exposes  of  pMfty) 
those  persons  may  safely,  and  with  a  good  oonseieiiceaBake 
this  declaration  of  assent,  with  respect  to  other  we^fa^ 
considerations  of  submission  to  authority,  promoting  peace, 
order,  uni^  and  the  edification  of  the  Churdi  in  die  mitol 
exercise  of  a  right  religious  worship.  Even  as  snob  kani- 
ed  men,  who  may  judge  eren  our  last  translation  of  dte 
Bible,  not  to  have  fiUy  expressed  the  sense  of  some  diflkmk 
places,  may  yet  both  unfeignedly  assent,  and  earnestly  pei^ 
suade  to  the  diligent  use  thereof,  as  knowing  it  to  be  of  ex- 
cellent adrantage  to  pious  and  bumble  readers,  for  dieir 
profitable  learning  the  Gospel  doctrine,  and  the  will  of 
God;'    Libert  Eecles.  p.  94. 

I  say  the  same  of  the  Homilies.  A  man  may  safely,  and 
with  a  good  conscience,  give  assent  and  consent  to  the  use 
of  them,  though  there  be  some  small  errors  or  mistakes  in 
them.  I  will  instance  in  one :  in  the  2d  part  of  the  Homily 
agamst  the  peril  of  idolatry,  p.  35.  it  is  said,  that  the  Coun- 
cil of  Eliberis,  and  the  Council  of  Frankford,  were  held 
about  the  same  time,  and  that  Felix,  the  author  of  the  Feli- 
cian  heresy  was  president  in  the  Council  of  Eliberis.  Now 
all  that  are  acquainted  with  ecclesiastical  history,  know  this 
to  be  a  mistake,  and  a  parachronism  of  near  500  yeara. 
What  then  1  May  not  a  man  with  a  good  conscience  give 
his  assent  and  consent  to  the  Homilies  for  all  this  ?  If  as- 
sent and  consent  indeed  signified,  that  we  believed  the 
Homilies  to  be  free  from  all  manner  of  mistakes^  I  do  not 
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«ee  bow  any  man  could  fairly  assent  (o  dieni:  for  ihiM 
uaraisuke  too  palpable  to  be  denied,  and  do  man  oao' 
honestly  depose  that  an  error  ie  Iruib,  of  what  knid  sottTAT' 
it  be.  But  if  assent  and  consent  be  tnken  Bfl  it  OUglit  to  be,' 
only  for  a  declaration  that  we  believe  the  book  of  HomiltM 
to  be  a  book  that  contains  tvholsomo  and  Bound  dootrhie, 
fit  and  lawful  to  be  read  in  churclies  for  the  edification  of 
ibe  people;  then  assent  and  consent  may  be  given  to  the 
use  of  it,  notwithing'  this  or  any  other  errors  of  the  like  na- 
tore.  For  this  is  not  to  afSrm  that  those  errora  are  tmdis> 
«  some  strain  the  word  ansent,  and  say  we  mean  what  we 
(k>  not  mean,  but  only  that  it  is  a  profitable  book,  that  may 
be  pionsly  used  and  read  with  all  its  failings. 

Admit  now  there  were  some  as  palpable  mistakes  as  thta 
1  have  mentioned,  in  thu  Liturg-y  itself ;  thoo^h  I  confeas, 
after  all  the  objecUons  that  have  hecn  made  against  it,  I 
know  of  no  such,  yet  why  might  not  n  man  for  all  tbat  give 
bis  assent  and  consent  to  the  use  of  it  ?  Since  tbe  intent  of 
that  declaration  is  only  to  sny,  lie  believes  the  book  end 
every  office  in  it,  to  be  such  as  may  be  lawfully  used  without 
no,  and  tbat  as  such  he  will  conform  to  it,  and  use  it. 
Which  might  be  done,  though  it  could  be  proved  there  were- 
some  little  mistakes  in  it,  such  as  some  pretend  to  say  there 
it  in  the  rales  for  finding  out  Easter,  and  the  translation  of 
tbe  Psalms.  For  notwithstanding  this,  a  man  might  con- 
sent to  read  the  Psalms,  and  to  keep  an  Easter  with  the 
Chsrch  by  one  rule  or  other,  which  is  all  that  is  required  of 
him.    But  of  these  more  hereafter. 

lam  nowjto  shew,  that  the  French  Church  requires  assent 
and  consent  to  her  Liturgy  and  form  of  administmtion  of 
MCiaments,  &c.  as  strictly  as  the  Church  of  England  :  and 
I  need  not  stand  long  upon  the  proof  of  this  point,  having 
HI  effect  done  it  more  than  once  already,  in  discoursing 
ibout  their  Liturgy  and  Book  of  Discipline,  which  I  shewed 
they  not  only  subscribed,  but  sware  to  use  and  observe ; 
nhich  is  the  most  solemn  way  of  assenting  and  consenting. 
I  will  here  only  remind  the  reader  of  two  things.  1,  That 
they  do  not  take  their  Liturgy  for  a  mere  directory,  pre- 
•crilnng  the  substanceof  things  only,  and  leaving  particular 
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forms  to  eveiy  man^s  pleaiore ;  tmi  tbey  assoit  to  it  as  a  pre^ 
cise  rale,  to  be  otMenred  and  followed  withoot  Tariatmi  in 
all  its  iBJiiDCtioDS.  For  Ladoricas  CSapellos  makes  this 
difference  betwixt  a  liturgy  and  aDireeiory ;  that  a  litorgj 
prescribes  a  certain  form  in  express  words  to  be  used  in 
prayers  and  administration  of  Sacraments,  and  odier  rites 
and  ceremonies;  whereas  a  directory  contains  only  the 
heads  of  such  things  as  are  to  be  said  or  done,  bat  leayes 
it  to  the  liberty  of  every  pastor  to  express  himself  in  what 
words  he  pleases.  And  he  says  their  form  of  prayer  is  a- 
Litargy  in  this  proper  sense,  as  contradistinct  from  a  di^* 
rectory,  which  he  a&ts  himself  to  dispute  against  and  im» 
pQgn.  Vid  Thes.  Salmur.  P^.  iii.  Disp.  xlviL  de  Litiiig» 
p.  (i58.  cited  in  the  last  chapter. 

2.  They  allow  no  nonconformists  to  continue  in  the  minis- 
try without  censure,  much  less  such  as  raise  contention 
about  any  point  of  doctrine  or  discipline,  or  about  the  form 
of  catechising,  or  administration  of  Sacraments,  &c.  But 
if  they  break  the  Churches  union,  they  are  to  be  susp^ided 
by  a  classis,  and  prosecuted  further  by  a  Pirovincial  or  a 
National  Synod.  These  are  undeniable  proofs  that  they 
require  assent  and  consent  to  their  litui^,  as  much  as  is 
required  in  the  Church  of  England. 

Therefore  waving  all  further  proof  of  this,. I  will  now 
proceed  to  consider  the  particular  exceptions  that  are  made 
against  it. 


CHAP.  IV. 

Thai  the  French  Church  requires  Assent  and  Consent  to  the 
use  of  a  TransUUion  of  the  Bible,  which  she  owns  has 
some  Failures  in  it. 

One  reason  why  some  persons  have  refused  subscription 
to  the  Liturgy,  is  because  it  requires  assent  and  consent  i^ 
be  given  to  an  old  translation  of  the  Psalms,  which  has 
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wvvralenore  in  it.  I  challnotnow  stand  to  examine,  whether 
ihoae  errors  be  real,  or  only  pretended,  which  baa  been  done 
bjr  other  hands  already ;  by  Dr.  Falkner  in  parbcalar,  in 
ihkt  excellfsDt  book  of  his,  called  Liberiaa  Ecolenaaliea; 
but,  I  »ay,  supposing'  them  to  be  real  mistakes  in  the  trans- 
lation, yet  the  Liturgy  may  be  subscribed,  and  assent  and 
coDseot  given  to  that  translaliun,  notwithstanding  those 
mislakes.  For  when  we  give  assent  and  consent  to  thin 
translation,  we  do  not  thereby  declare  it  either  to  be  the  best 
translation,  or  absolutely  without  faults,  but  only  auch  an 
one  as  we  can  piously  use  and  read  publicly  in  the  Chorch. 
And  unless  this  be  the  meaning  of  assent  and  consent,  I 
know  no  translation  of  the  Bible  that  could  be  assented  to. 
till  we  could  have  a  translation  made  by  the  saoae  Spirit  that 
first  dictated  the  original ;  which  I  know  noChurch  that  OTer 
pretended  to,  unless  purhups  the  Roman  Catholic. 

As  to  what  concerns  the  translation  used  in  the  reformed 
Church  of  France,  it  is  owned  on  all  hands,  that  it  is  far 
from  being  accurate  and  perfect:  yet  ministers  are  bound 
both  by  Canon  and  oath  to  use  no  other  in  their  churches. 
MoosieuT  le  Cene,  o.  late  author,  in  his  book,  entitled. 
Project  d'une  Nouvelle  Version  Fraocoise  de  la  Bible, 
Koterd.  1696.  has  collected  mistaken  passages  enough 
to  fill  a  volume.  Nor  do  the  French  Synods  deny  the 
possibility  of  a  more  exact  translation ;  yet  they  would 
never  hearken  to  any  proposals  made  to  bring  in  any  other 
into  common  use  in  their  churches.  The  Synod  of  Mon- 
tanban,  1594.  cap.  iv.  art.  3.  has  an  express  Canon  to  this 
purpose.  "  Reserving  liberty  to  the  Church  for  a  more  ex- 
act translation,  our  Churches  imitating  the  primitive  Church, 
are  exhorted  to  receive  and  use  in  their  public  assemblies 
the  last  translation  revised  by  the  pastors  and  professors  of 
the  Church  of  Geneva." 

This  tras  the  translation  of  1588,  which  the  famous  Mr. 
Uodati  many  years  after  revised  and  corrected,  and  wrote 
a  long  letter  to  the  Synod  of  Alaoson,  to  persuade  them  to 
authorise  bis  new  translation  ;  but  notwithstanding  all  hts 
wgoments,  among  which  he  urges  the  acknowledgment  of 
the  foresaid    Synod   of  Montauban,    and   the  concurring 
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jadgment  of  many  other  persons  of  note  and  quality;  yet 
the  Synod  would  not  hearken  to  him,  bat  order^  the 
old  version  to  be  continued  in  use  in  all  their  charchee^ 
See  Diodati's  letter  at  the  end  of  the  Synod  of  Alansoli, 
ieS7.  p.  413. 

Again,  after  this,  when  complaint  was  made  in  their  hist 
Synod  of  Lioudun,  1659,  **  That  some  pastors  read  the 
texts  of  their  sermons  in  other  translationc^  differing  from 
that  which  was  commonly  used  in  their  churches:  that 
Synod  decreed,  that  no  person  should  dare  to  use  any  other 
version  than  that  which  was  ordinarily  used,  nether  in  read* 
ing  the  Scripture,  nor  in  taking  their  texts  out  of  it.'^  Synod 
of  Loudun,  cap.  x.  art.  1. 

Now  let  any  one  say  whether  this  be  not  as  much  require 
ing  assent  and  consent  to  an  old  translation,  as  is  required 
in  the  Church  of  England. 


CHAP.  V. 

Thai  the  French  Church  does  not  condemn  the  Use  of  the 
Apocrypha,  though  she  forbids  it  to  be  read  in  her  OAwrcA 
Assemblies, 

As  to  the  next  point,  which  some  have  urged  as  a  reason 
against  subscription,  that  our  Church  requires  the  Apocry- 
pha to  be  read  on  some  certain  days ;  it  shall  be  readily 
owned,  that  the  French  Church  has  no  such  injunction,  but 
the  contrary :  for  the  Synod  of  Montauban,  1 594.  cap.  iv. 
art  2.  orders  the  Churches  to  see  that  their  readers  and 
deacons  do  not  read  publicly  the  Apocrypha,  but  the  ca- 
nonical books  of  Holy  Scripture.  But  then  they  do  not 
prohibit  this  as  a  thing  absolutely  unlawful,  nor  condemn 
those  Churches  which  enjoin  the  reading  of  it,  but  only 
use  their  own  liberty  in  prescribing  what  they  think  fit  in 
their  own  Church ;  being  ready  to  give  under  their  hands 
at  the  same  time,  that  they  believe  it  lawful  to  be  read  in 
those  Churches,  which  appoint  it :  nay,  if  occasion  be,  they 
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e  their  oath  upon  it  To  prove  which,  I  need  only 
,  that  they  haye  always  expressed  themselves  willtng* 
eribe  the  Belgic  Confession,  and  they  actually  did 
>e  it  in  the  Synod  of  Vitre,  1683.  cap.  ii.  art  2.  Now 
ne  article  of  the  Belgic  Confession,*  *'  That  the 
>hal  book9  may  be  read  in  churches,  and  instnie- 
I  drawn  from  them  so  far  as  they  are  consonant  to 
onical  books,  but  no  further:  which  is  exactly  the 
»  of  the  Church  of  England."  So  that  by  the  uame 
that  the  French  Church  subscribes  the  Belgic  con- 
,  she  would,  no  doubt,  subscribe  and  assent  to  the 
ition  of  the  Church  of  England  in  this  point  as  well 
other. 

j  of  her  best  writers  speak  honourably  of  the  Eng- 
targy,  for  this  very  reason,  for  which  others  con- 
L  Among  these  we  may  reckon  the  testimony  of 
loas  Ludovicus  le  Blanc;  who  in  his  theological 
tion,  de  Libris  Canonicis  et  Apochryphis,  p.  175: 
se  words :  "  As  the  ancient  Christian  Church,  though 
not  equal  these  books  to  those  that  are  divine,  yet 
!m  in  great  honour  and  esteem,  and  judged  them 
to  be  read  not  only  privately,  but  publicly,  as  ex- 
^y  useful  for  edification  in  manners :  so  we  also  at  this 
not  deny  them  an  honourable  place  in  the  Church  of 
at  allow  them  a  privilege  above  the  common  rank  of 
Ecclesiastical  writings.  A  proof  of  which  is,  that  we 
)ind  them  up  in  the  same  volume  with  the  sacred 
3al  books,  and  often  think  fit  to  alledge  them  in  our 
8.  Moreover  in  Great  Britain  the  custom  is  to  read 
out  of  these  books,  in  their  public  and  ordinary 
) ;  as  appears  from  that  celebrated  English  Liturgy, 
8  in  use  in  that  kingdom.''  This  is  not  spoken  like 
it  could  not  subscribe  the  English  Liturgy,  because  it 
ted  the  reading  of  the  apocryphal  books, 
nier  does  not  expressly  mention  the  Church  of 
d,     but    he    virtually    commends   her    practice   in 


"ess.  Belg.  in  Corp.  Confess,  art.  vi.  p.  16i.     Apocryphi  Libri  Icgi 
n  ecclesia  possint,  &c. 
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oommending^  the  practice  of  the  primitive  Churchy  wfaiclr 
was  the  same.  For  Ruffin  says,  the  Fathers  of  tbcj 
Chorch  sometimes  disiinguished  all  books  into  three: 
sorts,  canonical,  ecclesiastical,  and  apocryphal :  the  ca«» 
Bonical  were  the  same  which  we  call  so  now,  which  they; 
used  to  confirm  articles  of  faith :  ecclesiastical  were  those, 
which  we  now  call  apocryphal,  which  they  allowed  to  hm 
read  in  churches,  but  not  to  be  of  authority  to  confirm  arti«^  ^ 
cles  of  iTaith :  the  third  sort  which  they  called  apocryphal 
were  not  those  which  we  now  call  so,  but  other  hurtful' 
books,  which  they  would  not  allow  to  be  read  iif  f 
churches.  Now  says  Chamier,  speaking  of  this  accounts 
which  Ruffin  gives,  "  this  distinction  is  doubtless  very; 
useful,  and  pleases  me  very  well.  Distinctio  tUilU  est 
$ine  dubio, mihique  valde  placed  Chajnier,  torn.  I.  lib.  iv* 
c.  1.  n.  10. 

And  yet  some  judicious  persons  are  of  opinion,  that  th#? 
Apocryphal  Books  are  not  so  strictly  enjoined,  but  thf^^ 
ministers  are  authorised  and  allowed  to  change  Uie  lessons! 
taken  out  of  them  for  others  of  the  New  Testament  mor#t 
edifying.  For  the  admonition  to  ministers  before  the  second! 
Book  of  Homilies  says,  '^  That  whereas  it  may  chance  thai' 
some  one  or  other  chapter  of  the  Old  Testament  may  fall 
in  order  to  be  read  upon  the  Sundays  or  holy  days,  whi<^ 
were  better  to  be  changed  with  some  other  of  the  New  Tes- 
tament of  more  edification,  it  shall  be  well  done  of  ministers 
to  spend  theis  time  to  consider  of  such  chapters  beforehand^ 
whereby  their  prudence  and  diligence  in  their  office  may, 
appear,  and  the  people  may  have  cause  to  glorify  God  for. 
them>  &c. 

Hammond  FEstrange  thinks  this  administers  probable 
occasion  of  conjecture,  that  our  Church  hereby  intended  an- 
allowance  of  declining  apocryphal  lessons  on  holy  days, 
that  the  history  of  the  saints  might  be  the  better  completed 
by  some  express  chapters  of  the  New  Testament ;  foras- 
much as  both  the  canonical  and  apocryphal  books  go  under 
the  complex  notion  of  the  Old  Testament.  Allianc.  of 
Div.  Offic.  c.  1.  p.  25. 

And  Mr.  Baxter  himself  was  not  ignorant  of  this  admoni- 
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bon  in  the  homilies :  for  in  his  reformatioD  of  the  Liturgy 
in  1661.  p.  36,  he  refers  to  it,  desiring-  this  aheration  to  bo 
Bade  in  the  calendar,  and  inserted  as  a  rubric  into  the  new 
Common  Prayer  Book  j  "  That  after  the  Psalms  for  the  day, 
Uie  minister  shall  read  a  chapter  of  the  Old  Testament, 
■uch  as  he  linds  most  seasonable  ■  or  with  the  liberty 
expressed  in  the  admonition  before  the  second  hook  of 
Homilies."  So  that  when  be  had  a  mind  to  come  a  little 
near  the  Church,  he  could  find  a  liberty  granted  to  change 
■ny  lesson  of  the  Old  Testament  for  a  more  edifying  one  in 
Ihe  New;  but  when  he  eet  himself  to  dispute  against  the 
Church,  then  we  have  not  a  word  of  this  liberty,  but  a  ter- 
rible argument  formed  against  the  rubric,  for  appointing  some 
useful  lessons  of  the  apocrypha  to  be  read,  though  siiffi- 
cienlly  dislinguiehod  from  canonical  Scripture.  For  the 
nxih  Article  does  put  a  manifest  difference  between  them  ; 
■nd  any  minister  who  finds  his  people  so  ignorant  as  not  to 
\aow  what  the  apocrypha  means,  may  inform  them  by 
leading  the  article  to  them  :  though  Mr.  B.  was  so  confi- 
^leot  as  to  say  some  readers  of  common  prayer  are  forbid" 
den  by  tlie  canon  to  expound  even  that  one  word  to  them. 
&tgl.  Noncon.  cap.  17.  • 


Ofastenting  to  read  Common  Prayer  daily,  either  privately 
or  openly. 

In  the  preface  to  the  Common  Prayer  Book,  concerning 
the  service  of  the  Church,  there  is  a  rubric  which  "  orders 
til  priests  and  deacons  to  say  dolly  the  morning  and 
eienJDg  prayer,  either  privately  or  openly,  not  being  let  by 
nckoese  or  some  other  urgent  cause." 

Mr.  B.  says,  "  when  the  Book  was  first  made,  to  help  the 
ignoTant  vulgar  out  of  popery,  every  day  to  use  the  com- 
mon praver  was  a  very  good  help  to  them.     But  the  case  la 
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maoh  altered,  and  people  now  have  more  suitable  helps, 
and  ministers  have  so  much  other  work  to  do  in  thoir  sto- 
dies,  and  with  their  neighbours,  and  some  prayers  to  use 
more  suitable  to  their  families  and  closets,  that  it  roust  needs 
be  a  sinful  impediment  against  other  duties  to  say  common 
prayer  twice  a  day."     Engl.  Nonconform,  cap,  41. 

Any  one  may  perceive  whither  this  discourse  tends,  viz* 
to  discourage  the  daily  use  of  public  common  prayer  in  the 
church,  which  it  was  doubtless  the  design,  and  a  very  lau- 
dable design  in  our  first  reformers  to  establish,  as  far  as 
possible,  throughout  the  nation.  This  appears  from  llie 
rubric  which  immediately  follows  that  which  Mr.  B.  excepts 
against,  where  it  is  ordered,  ^'  That  the  curate  that  ministreth 
in  every  parish  church  or  chapel,  being  at  home,  and  not 
being  otherwise  reasonably  hindered,  shall  say  the  saiae  in 
the  parish  church  or  chapel  where  he  ministreth,  &c.  that 
the  people  may  come  to  hear  God's  word,  and  to  pray  with 
him." 

Now  he  that  quarrels  with  this,  must  think  it  improper 
that  men  should  meet  every  day  to  worship  God  in  public 
For  otherwise,  why  should  it  be  a  sinful  impediment  of 
other  duties,  to  say  common  prayer  daily  ?  If  it  be  said 
there  ought  to  be  no  public  prayers  without  a  sermon,  and 
no  man  is  qualified  to  preach  every  day  in  the  year:  I 
answer,  1.  That  in  efiect  common  prayer  is  never  read 
without  a  sermon  :  for  the  lessons  out  of  God's  word  are  a 
very  instructive  one,  if  duly  attended  to.  But  2.  If  by  a 
sermon  be  meant  a  set  discourse  of  the  minister's  own 
composing,  of  such  a  length,  and  in  a  certain  form,  &c. 
then  it  is  false,  and  a  rash  accusation  of  God's  Church,  to 
say  there  ought  to  be  no  public  prayers  without  a  sermon. 
For  all  Churches  allow  it,  and  most  encourage  and  recom- 
mend it.  The  French  Church  in  particular  has  several 
Canons,  which  suppose  and  authorise  this  practice.  When 
the  Synod  of  Castres  says,  "  Baptism  may  be  administered 
on  any  day  when  common  prayer  is  said  without  sermon  :^ 
Does  not  that  suppose  an  allowance  of  common  prayer  to 
be  used  without  a  sermon  1  See  the  Synod  of  Castres,  1626. 
cap.  25.  art.  15. 
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The  second  Syood  of  Vilre,  1817.  cap.  ii.  art.  3. "  leavefl 
II  lo  llie  prudence  of  cont^JNtorics  to  congre^te  the  people 
iHieil  popish  hojy  days,  t^ilher  to  bear  the  word  preached; 
or  to  join  in  common  public  prayers,  as  they  shall  find  to 
be  moet  expedient.  Does  not  this  authorise  readiag  of  com- 
mon prayer  without  a  sermon,  when  it  leaves  it  to  the 
li<cretion  of  consistories  to  appoint  it,  if  they  thought  con- 
renieot  1 

3.  The  cases  of  reatling  common  prayer,  and  preachiDg 
I  sermoD  of  the  minister's  own  composing  every  day,'Bre 
■ery  different  from  one  another.  For  the  one  caonot  bo 
kme  without  a  great  expence  of  time  before  hand,  to  pre- 
tare  the  composition ;  whereas  the  Other  is  a  form  com- 
>osed  lo  the  minister's  hand,  and  needs  no  other  time  to  be 
ipent  upon  it,  but  what  is  necessary  for  the  act  of  celebra- 
ioD.  And  yet  some  persons  have  that  quickness  and 
ibilily,  as  to  preach  as  well  as  pray  publicly  every  day  in 
,hc  week.  So  Calvin  was  used  to  do,  as  Beza  tells  us  in 
bis  life,  (p.  74.)  and  yet  this  did  not  hinder  his  other  busi- 
ness. Yet  such  examples  ore  not  proper  to  be  made  a  rule; 
because  all  men  citnnot  preach  every  day  in  the  week, 
(no,  not  though  Calvin's  method  were  brought  again  into 
use,  which  was  but  to  expound  for  about  a  quarter  of  an 
hour  some  portion  of  Scripture)  for  though  many  men  have 
the  same  ability,  yet  all  have  not ;  whereas  no  man  wants 
ability  to  read  common  prayer  daily,  if  he  can  have  a  con- 
gregation to  join  with  him.  If  not.  the  Church  would  have 
him  supply  that  defect,  by  using  it  morning  and  evening  in 
lii>i  oivn  fsiTuily,  iiiduss  hindered  by  sickness  or  some  other 
argent  cause.  Beyond  this  the  injunction  cannot  be  sup- 
posed to  extend :  because  it  being  common  prayer,  and  se- 
veral parts  of  It  at  least,  as  the  absolution,  &c.  supposing  a 
cmgreg^tion,  it  cannot  he  thought  a  rule  for  closet  devo- 
tioD,  Nor  is  the  injunction  so  strict  to  use  it  daily  cither 
is  the  church  or  family,  but  that  an  urgent  cause  may  dis- 
pense with  the  omiiision  of  it.  And  what  are  urgent  causes 
every  man  must  judge  for  himself,  considering  his  own 
circDm stances,  with  Christinn  prudence  and  discretion. 
The  present  rubric  only  mentions  sickness,  but  in  former 


112  THS    FEBMCH    CHDRCH's  AFOI^OOT 

rabrics  it  was  worded  thas,  **  exc^  thef  be  lei  by 
preaching,  stadying  diviDity,  or  by  some  other  orgeiit  caase* 
See  Hammond  TEstrange  AUyan.  of  Dit.  OflBc.  c.  1.  p.  10» 
and  the  editions  af  the  common  prayer  before  1661. 


CHAP  VH. 

Of  making  the  SurpUci  and  other  HaUte  neeeeeary  to 

Ministration. 

In  the  rabric  before  the  order  for  morning  prayer,  it  is  i 
appointed,  '' That  such  ornaments  of  the  church,  and  of  ^ 
the  ministers  thereof,  at  all  times  of  their  ministratioi|»  - 
shall  be  retained  and  be  in  use,  as  were  in  this  Chnrch  of 
England  by  the  authority  of  parliament,  in  the  seeon^  ^i 
year  of  the  reign  of  King  Edward  the  sixth/' 

Against  this  Mr.  B.  has  three  exceptions.    ''  1.  We  know    i 
not,''  says  he,  '^  what  was  then  in  use,  and  therefore  canncA  J 
consent  to,  we  know  not  what    2.  We  are  told  that  tlM|:'| 
albe  and  many  other  ornaments  were  then  in  use,  whioll*1 
are  since  put  down,  and  we  may  not  consent  to  restoii  ^ 
them,  without  more  reason  than  we  hear.     And  the  canon  * 
enumerating  the  ornaments  now,  we  suppose  the  addition 
of  all  those  will  contradict  it.     3.  We  meet  with  few  con-  * 
formists  that  know  what  was  then  in  use ;  and  we  see  that 
all  those,  that  subscribe  or  consent  to  this,  yet  use  theni 
not,  &c.*' 

There  is  but  one  true  word  in  all  this,  which  is,  that  Mr. 
B.  was  really  ignorant  (as  he  confesses  he  was)  of  what  he 
both  might  and  ought  to  have  known,  before  he  had  formed 
his  objections  against  the  rubric.  To  shew  that  his  ex- 
ceptions are  founded  upon  mere  ignorance  and  mistake,  and 
to  inform  all  those  who  labour  under  the  same  prejudice,  I 
will  here  set  down  the  old  rubrick,  as  it  was  in  the  second 
year  of  King  Edward,  and  also  the  words  of  the  58th  canon, 
which  Mr.  B.  refers  to;  and  let  any  ingenuous  reader  try 
whether  he  can  find  any  contradiction  between  them. 
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TTie  words  of  the  old  Kubrick  are  these,  "  In  the  saying 

orsingiag  of  matins  and  even-song,  baptizing  and  burying, 
ihe  mioister  in  pansh  churches  and  chapels  shall  use  a 
SDfpliee.  And  in  all  cathedral  churches  and  colleges,  the 
arch-deacons,  deans,  provosts,  laastors,  prebendaries  and 
felloirs,  being  graduates,  may  use  in  the  choir  besides  their 
snrplices  such  hoods  as  pertain  to  their  several  degrees, 
which  they  have  taken  in  any  university  within  this  realra. 
But  in  all  other  places  every  minister  shall  be  at  liberty  to 
use  any  surplice  or  no.  It  is  also  seemly,  that  graduates, 
when  tbey  do  preach,  should  use  such  hoods  as  pertain  to 
their  several  degrees. 

This  is  alt  that  concerns  private  ministers  in  that  rubrick. 
The  rest  that  follows  belongs  to  bishops  only,  which  says, 
*•  Tbey  shall  have  upon  them  in  lime  of  their  ministration, 
besides  iheir  rochet,  a  surplice  or  albc,  and  a  cope  or  vest- 
ment, and  also  their  pastoral  staff  in  their  hand,  or  else  home 
or  holden  by  their  chaplain." 

Now  this  was  it  that  led  Mr.  B.  into  bis  mistake.  He 
liad  heard  something  of  albes  and  other  ornaments  in  use 
io  King  Edward's  time,*  but  he  unluckily  puts  the  bishop's 
nbea  upon  every  private  minister  ;  whereas  no  other  orna- 
ments belonged  to  them  but  only  the  hood  and  surplice, 
the  one  enjoined,  the  other  allowed  or  recommended. 

Next  let  us  hear  the  58th  Canon.  "  Every  minister 
«ying  the  public  prayers,  or  ministring  the  sacraments,  or 
other  rites  of  the  Church,  shall  wear  a  decent  and  comely 
surplice.  And  such  ministers,  as  are  graduates,  shall  wear 
upon  their  surplices  at  such  times,  such  hoods  as  by  the 
orders  of  the  universities  are  agreeable  to  their  degrees," 

Where  now  is  the  contradiction  between  this  Canon  and 
the  Rubricks  ?     They  all  speak  of  surplices  and  hoods,  but 

*  Ttirre  are  tno  other  Rubricks  in  Kin;  Edward's  first  Liturgy,  in  the 
CoBinimloD  Office,  which  order  Iho  minister  niwn  communion  days  to  trear 
*fth  their  Alhes,  Vestments,  or  Copes  or  Tuniclcs.  The  first  Ruhrick  Is  in 
Ifcc  bcgfUiainf,  the  other  in  the  end  of  the  Communioa  Office  ;  cited  by 
Rmmend  I'Estrange  c.  S.  anil  7.  p.  151.  el  \S0. 

Bol  the  minister's  Albe  istliereexproBsly  ssid  Id  be  the  same  with  the  Snr- 
Hiee,  b«Dg  only  another  name  Tot  it ;  though  soma  Albes  were  probBbly  dif- 
&ranl  from  ll. 

VOL.   Vllt.  1 
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of  DO  Other  ornaments  belonging  to  priTate  minister^.  And 
Mr.  B.  might  have  known  this,  had  he  either  consulted  the 
old  Kubrick,  or  Hammond  TEIstrange  who  compares  the  new 
and  old  together :  but  his  business  was  not  so  much  to 
enquire  into  the  meaning  of  rubricks,  as  to  find  out  some 
exceptions  against  them. 

Having  thus  settled  the  controversy  about  what  orna- 
ments are  to  be  used,  the  next  question  is,  whether  it  be 
lawful  to  use  them  in  Divine  service  ?  And  here  dissenters 
are  divided  Some  say  they  are  absolutely  unlawful^  su- 
perstitious, popish,  antichristian,  &c.  Others  are  ashamed 
of  this,  and  say  they  are  not  against  the  use  of  them^  but 
only  against  the  imposition  of  them,  and  ejecting  men 
from  the  ministry,  who  dare  not  use  them.  So  Mr.  B.  c|ip. 
3.  and  33.  of  his  English  Nonconformity. 

Let  us  now  compare  the  writers  of  the  French  Chur<^» 
with  both  these  sorts  of  objectors.  And  first  I  observe  of 
Calvin,  that  he  was  not  against  the  use  of  a  scholastio 
habit,  nor  yet  against  enjoining  it :  for  he  himself  wore  a 
gown,  or  long  robe,  as  was  the  custom  of  ministers  a( 
Geneva ;  for  which  he  never  met  but  with  one  rebuff  in  all 
his  life,  and  that  was  from  a  silly  woman,  who  declaimed 
against  long  garments,  ^'  as  marks  of  false  prophets,  and 
indecent  clothing,  which  the  clergy  used  to  the  great  scan- 
dal of  the  Church.^  She  pretended  to  prove  this  from  the 
Gospel,  saying,  '^  Is  it  not  written^  they  shall  come  to  you 
in  long  garments  .^^  When  Calvin  shewed  her,  *'  Thai 
this  was  a  fidsification  of  the  Gospel,  and  that  there  vew 
no  such  expression  to  be  found,  unless  it  was  in  thct. 
Gospel  of  Manichees :  she  called  him  and  his  brethrea  att 
tyrants,  because  they  would  not  suffer  her  to  talk  at  this 
extravagant  rate  what  she  would  against  them :  and  so  the 
dispute  ended.  "  For,"  says  Caivb,  "  these  wounds  I  leave 
untouched,  as  seeming  to  me  incurable,  till  it  shall  please 
God  to  put  his  healing  hand  to  them."'  Calvin,  Ep.  to  Farel. 
p.  38.  64. 

Persons  who  have  so  little  sense,  as  to  think  the  wearing, 
of  a  gown  for  distinction  or  decency's  sake,  is  against  th^ 
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relat  of  the  Gospel,  are  not  fit  to  be  argued  with,  in  Cal- 
vin's opinion,  but  to  be  pitied  and  prayed  for,  and  if  they 
eofltinae  obstinate,  to  be  left  to  God's  mercy  in  his  due 
time  to  conyince  them. 

But  what  if  men  will  forsake  our  communion  because  we 
wear  a  gown  or  surplice ;  or  where  these  things  are 
6DJ<HBed,  will  utterly  refuse  to  submit  to  the  use  of  them  ? 
As  to  the  gown,  Calvin  had  occasion  to  resolve  this  ques- 
tion, upon  a  particular  case  that  happened  at  Geneva, 
^faniDg  his  own  regency  there  in  the  university ;  of  which 
he  grres  this  account  in  another  epistle  to  Farel,  p.  25U. 
^  Yoo  know,**  says  he,  "  by  the  laws  of  our  city,  all  students 
«o  to  lay  aside  their  swords,  and  appear  only  in  their  fK^ho- 
luiio  habit,  when  they  come  to  the  holy  communion.  But 
oome  ibotish  Frenchmen,  who  study  here,  are  so  addicted 
to  their  own  humour,  that  they  will  rather  renounce  their 
pcofeseion  of  studying,  than  submit  to  these  laws.  Now 
beense  this  appears  to  be  manifest  contumacy,  I  resolved 
BOt  to  endure  it:  for  I  had  rather  they  should  all  be  gone, 
Aaa  stey  here  to  the  prejudice  and  loss  of  our  discipline.^ 
Thk,  I  diink,  is  insisting  upon  the  use  of  an  habit,  as  much 
as  ever  is  done  in  the  Church  of  England.  It  matters  not 
whether  it  be  gown  or  surplice,  or  any  other  habit ;  for  the 
reason  will  hold  for  one  habit  as  well  as  another,  so  loi^  as 
the  law  appoints  it 

Calvin  did  not  think  the  surplice,  or  bishop's  albe  unlaw- 
fbl:  for  writing  to  Bullinger  about  the  behaviour  of  Bishop 
Hooper,  he  says, ''  As  I  commend  his  constancy  in  refusing 
unction,  so  I  could  wish  he  would  not  contend  so  much  de 
PUeo  et  Vesfe  linear  about  the  cap  and  surplice,  though 
ia  my  judgment  I  had  not  approved  of  them :  and  this 
advice  I  gave  him  myself  not  long  ago.^    Ep.  p.  60.  98. 

Beza  was  of  the  same  mind,  when  he  wrote  to  the  dis- 
contented brethren  in  England,  who  complained  to  him 
about  the  imposition  of  the  surplice,  and  some  other  such 
indifferent  things.  '^  These  ceremonies,'^  says  he,  **  are  not 
of  that  kind  of  things  that  are  impious  in  themselves ;  and 
therefore  they  are  not  of  so  great  moment,  as  that  either 
the  pcwtors  should  forsake  their  ministry,  rather  than  wear 
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those  garments ;  or  that  the  people  should  rather  forsake 
their  spiritual  guides,  than  hear  them  in  such  a  vesture/^ 

Peter  Martyr  gave  thi^  advice  to  a  friend  in  England, 
who  scrupled  the  surplice ;  ^^  For  my  own  part,  I  could 
wish  that  all  things  might  be  done  with  the  greatest  sim- 
plicity :  yet  I  consider,  that  if  an  union  in  points  of  doctrine 
could  be  obtained  between  our  Churches  and  those  of 
Saxony,  we  should  never  make  any  separation  upon  the 
account  of  such  vestments  in  divine  service.^*  Ep.  41.  ad 
Amic.  p.  1127. 

In  another  epistle  to  Bishop  Hooper,  he  more  largely 
defends  the  lawfulness  of  them,  and  answers  all  the 
bishop's  arguments,  whereby  he  endeavoured  to  prove  the 
use  of  them  impious  and  unlawful.  "  Your  reasons,^'  says 
he,  **  do  not  persuade  me  to  determine  the  use  of  such 
habits  to  be  pernicious,  or  in  its  own  nature  contrary  to  the 
word  of  God,  but  I  believe  it  to  be  altogether  an  indiffer- 
ent thing.  Though  I  be  not,  in  my  own  opinion,  for  retain- 
ing this  distinction  of  habits,  yet  I  can  by  no  means  call  it 
impious ;  I  dare  not  condemn  those  whom  I  see  observe  it. 
If  I  had  been  so  persuaded^  I  would  never  have  communir 
cated  here  with  the  Chnrch  of  England,  in  which  this  dis^ ' 
tinction  is  still  observed.  For  though  I  do  not  altogether 
like  it,  yet  I  am  sure  many  such  indifferent  things,  though 
troublesome  and  burthensome,  are  to  be  borne  with ;  lest 
whilst  we  contend  more  bitterly  than  is  meet  about  them 
we  hinder  the  progress  of  the  Gospel,  and  by  our  vehement 
contention,  teach  those  things  to  be  impious,  which  are  in 
their  own  nature  indifferent.  By  this  means  we  shall  so 
alienate  mens  minds  from  us,  that  they  will  not  hearken  to 
solid  doctrine,  or  give  any  heed  to  our  most  necessary  dis- 
courses. Besides,  if  we  go  on  to  dissuade  men  from  these 
ipdifferent  things,  as  pernicious  and  impious,  we  must  con- 
demn very  many  Evangelical  Churches,  and  bitterly  tax  all 
the  ancient  Churches,  which  are  so  worthily  celebrated 
by  us.  I  know,  indeed,  the  authority  of  no  Church, 
ancient  qt  modern,  ought  so  far  to  weigh  with  us,  as  to 
make  us  suppress  the  truth  of  God's  word ;  but 
what  I    contend  for    is,    that  for  indifferent   things    we 
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AoqM  netther  oondemn  any  Church,  nor  speak  irreverenUy 
rfit'" 

'  After  this  he  goes  on  to  answer  the  bishop^s  arguments ; 
where  be  shews,  1.  That  all  imitation  of  the  Jewish  rites  is 
not  anlawftil.    2.  That  this  distinction  of  habits  is  not  the 
invvntioii  of  popery  or  antichrist,  because  it  was  used  in  the 
primitire  Church  long  before  popery  was  known  in  the 
world*    Which  he  proyes  from  many  passages  of  Eusebius, 
C^rprian,  TertuUian,  Chrysostom,  and  some  known  usages 
01  the  Church.    3.  That  all  human  inyentions,  in  the  cir- 
ices  of  Gkxi^s  worship,  are  not  unlawful.    Other- 
it  would  be  unlawful  to  communicate  before  dinner. 
4i  ^  That  the  wearing  of  a  surplice  may  have  a  good  and 
veefbl  aignifioadon,  and  that  agreeable  to  the  Scripture. 
For  AemiDiaters  of  the  Church  are  called  angels  and  mes- 
of  God.    Now  the  Angels  almost  always  made 
appearances  in  white  garments :  How  then'  shall  we 
die  Church  of  this  liberty,  that  she  may  not  signify 
by  her  rites  and  actions,  provided  they  be  not 
parfs  it  Ood^s  worship,  and  be  modest  and  few,  so 
m  not  to  burthen  Christian  people  with  ceremonies,  and  be 
lied  to  promote,  or  not  impede  some  better  things  1    If 
yoa  say,  men  should  make  themselves  angels,  and  not  signify 
it  by  outward  signs:  I  answer,  the  same  thing  might  have 
be«Di  replied  to  St.  Paul,  when  he  ordered  among  the  Corin- 
duans,  that  women  should  be  covered,  and  men  uncovered : 
beoaose  he  only  urges  the  reason  of  outward  signification. 
Oae  might  have  replied,  that  a  man  may  demonstrate  him- 
self to  be  the  head  of  the  woman,  and  the  woman  to  be 
subject  to  her  own  husband,   better  by  their  lives  and 
aetioDS,  than  any  outward  signs.     But  the  Apostle  knew  it 
to  be  useful,  not  only  that  we  should  live  well,  but  also 
that  we  should  use  both  words  and  signs,   to  put  us  in 
■ind  of  our  duty.^*     5.  He  adds  in  the  last  place,  ''  Neque 
Qieo  tyrannidem  induci  arbitror,  si  quid  in  Ecclesia  indiffe- 
ffVM  suscifiaiur  agendum^  ei  a  muttis  canstanter  servetur. 
I  do  not  think  it  tyranny  in  any   Church,  that  agrees  to 
observe  an  indifferent  thing,  and  generally  practises  accord- 
iag  to  such  an  order :  for  it  is  now  become  a  rule  to  admi- 


IIS  THB  FRBNOH  CHUROH^g  APOLOGY 

Bister  the  Eueharist  only  in  the  morning,  and  we  refiue  to 
celebrate  it  in  our  assemblies  after  dinner.  But  will  any 
man  call  this  tyrannical,  which  all  men  freely  consent  to 
observe  T    Pet.  Martyr^  ep.  iv.  ad  Hooper,  p.  1086,  ftc. 

This  discourse  of  Foster  Martyr,  not  only  justifies  the  vse 
of  the  surplice,  but  also  frees  the  imposition  of  it  from  that 
charge  of  tyranny,  which  Mr.  B.  and  others  now  so  confi-* 
dently  bring  against  it  i  and  it  is  the  more  oonsiderable^ 
because  it  comes  from  one,  who  in  his  own  judgment  i!#ai 
for  laying  it  aside,  but  had  so  much  of  the  Christian  temper 
and  discretion,  that  he  resolved  to  make  no  contention  abovl 
k.  Gk>d  g^ve  all  men  the  same  temper^  and  we  shall  hear 
ao  more  disputes  about  a  surplice ! 

Peter  du  Moulin  was  so  far  from  scrupling  any  ha1»t«» 
Aat  he  was  used  to  say^  with  relation  to  those  that  scrupled 
them  here,  "  that  if  the  Queen  Regent  of  France  would 
but  give  him  leave  to  preach  bef<Nre  her,  he  would  do  it 
though  it  were  in  a  friar's  coat  ;^'  as  his  son,  who  writes  hia 
life,  says  he  had  it  from  his  own  mouth.  Life  of  da  MoaIi»> 
before  his  Novelty  of  Popery,  p.  I8»  And  I  believe  Aete 
are  few  Frendimen,  but  who  would  be  glad  to  enjoy  the 
Uberty  of  preaching,  and  freedom  of  their  religion  in  their 
native  country,  upon  much  harder  conditions  than  bemg 
obliged  to  wear  a  surplice. 


CHAP.  VIII. 

0/  the  Rules  for  finding  out  E cuter :  that  supposing  them 
to  contradict  one  another,  yet  a  Man  may  honestly  give 
his  Assent  and  Consent  to  use  the  Common  Prayer  Book. 

Thbrb  is  no  one  thing,  which  Mr.  Baxter  oftener  repeats 
in  all  his  books,  than  this  objection  about  the  Churches  rule 
for  finding  out  Easter  day.  He  says,  "  the  calendar  gives 
a  true  rule  to  find  it ;  but  then  there  is  another  rule  add-* 
ed  to  find  it  always,  which  is  frequently  false,  as  every 
almanack  will  tell  us :  that  is,  that  it  is  always  the  first  Sua- 
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day  after  the  first  full  mooD,  which  happens  next  after  the 
one  and  twentieth  day  of  March."  Engl.  Nonconf.  cap.  xt, 
I  will  not  now  fstand  to  examine,  whether  the  rule,  he  ex- 
cepts against  as  false,  be  liable  to  that  charge.  It  is  agreed 
on  all  hands  by  (hose  that  understand  calculations  and  as- 
trononiy,  that  it  is  generally  true,  and  it  is  not  every  alma- 
Dack  that  will  shew  its  falshood.  But  admit  it  ivere  always 
wrong  J  what  is  that  to  our  giving  assent  and  consent  to  the 
use  of  the  Liturgy?  1  have  shewed  before,  that  assent  and 
consent  does  not  mean  that  every  tittle  and  saying  in  any 
book  is  infallibly  true,  but  that  it  contains  no  such  errors  re- 
pugnant to  God's  word,  as  render  it  unfit  to  be  used  in 
Divine  service;  which  is  the  sense  of  all  English  writers* 
upon  this  subject.  Now  suppose  this  rule  to  be  false ;  why 
may  we  not  consent  to  use  the  Liturgy  for  all  that?  E»- 
pecially  considering  that  this  pretended  discovery  of  ita 
fclsenesB  is  but  lately  made,  and  we  are  neither  obliged  to 
say  it  is  a  true  rule,  nor  any  ways  confined  to  use  it ;  because 
we  have  another  rule,  which  is  confessedly  true,  and  fully 
answers  the  Church's  design,  which  is  to  keep  one  Easier  in 
a  year,  and  no  more;  though  Mr  B.  says,  we  are  obliged 
to  keep  two.  if  such  failings  as  these  wuuki  hinder  assent 
and  eonseut,  it  would  be  hard  to  find  auy  huoutD  vniting, 
whicb^a  man  could  honestly  assent  to.  The  French  Church 
has  not  OUT  rules  for  finding  out  Easter,  but  follows  the  new 
style  of  Pope  Gregory,  and  keeps  it  eleven  days  before  os; 
yea,  sometimes  at  a  month  or  five  weeks  distance,  if  my 
author  t  do  not  deceive  roe.  Now  many  excellent  chronolo- 
gen,  such  as  Scaliger,  Calvisins,  MrostlinuB  and  Origanus, 
have  undertaken  to  prove,  that  the  new  calendar  has  many 
errors  and  mistakes  in  it,  and  in  time  will  prove  as  false  a 
mie  fen  finding  out  Easter,  as  that  rulti  of  ours,  whicb  was 
the  rale  of  the  Council  of  Nice.  But  may  not  the  French 
Cbarch  assent  to  use  this  calendar,  and  keep  th^r  Easter  by 
it,  Dotwithstanding  such  mistakeal  What  end  ^oald  we 
have  of  heresies  and  schisms,  if  such  things  as'these  shoald 
raise  scroples  in  men's  minds,  and  hinder  their  assent  and 

*  See  before,  the  ehftpter  slraBt  KSBent  and  a 
Defence  of  Dr.  Sttll.  p.  lOft. 
Chronol.  cap.  s.  p.  91. 


120  THE   FRENCH  CHURCH  8   APOLOGY 

consent  to  the  use  of  a  pious  book  fitted  for  DiTine  Mnriee. 
I  ha?e  already  proved,  that  the  French  Church  requires 
assent  and  consent  to  the  use  of  a  translation  of  the^ible, 
which  she  owns  has  some  failures  in  it.    Though  every  tittle 
be  not  accurately  and  exactly  translated  according  to  the 
original,  (and  consequently  not  to  be  assented  to  in  that 
sense,  as  if  it  were  an  exact  translation,  when  they  own  it 
to  be  otherwbe)  yet  every  minister  is  obliged  to  give  lua 
assent  and  consent  to  it  as  a  translation  that  is  lawful,  and 
not  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God  to  use  it ;   and  he  amst 
use  that,  and  no  other  in  his  ministration.    Now  why  nay 
we  not  as  innocently  assent  to  use  a  Liturgy,  which  has  • 
mistaken  rule  for  finding  out  Easter,  as  the  French  CSiurdi 
does  to  use  a  translation  of  the  Bible,  which  she  owns  has 
some  things  in  it  not  exactly  according  to  the  original  1    If 
it  be  assenting  to  a  small  lie,  as  Mr.  B.  modestly  terms  it,  m 
the  English  ministers,  I  cannot  see  how  the  French  vriU  ea* 
cape  the  same  imputation.     I  will  not  recriminate,  nor  gnra 
him  the  lie,  but  only  take  leave  to  say,  that  he,  and  all  others^ 
who  thus  charge  the  Church  of  England,  are  under  a  mis* 
take  about  assent  and  consent,  and  understand  not  truly  her 
constitution.     Nor  indeed  can  they  account  for  their  own 
pri^ctice  in  assenting  to  read  the  Bible,  upon  their  principles 
and  hypothesis :  for  the  very  best  tranriation  which  itkey 
consent  to  use  as  well  as  we,  is  thought  by  many  critics  of 
the  best  rank,  to  have  some  mistaken  passages,  more  ma^ 
terial  than  the  rule  about  finding  out  Easter,  which  need  a 
more  exact  translation.*    I  will  only  instance  in  one,  whioh 
was  the  discovery  of  the  late  eminent  Dr.  Pocock,  a  person 
whose  modesty  no  less  than  his  learning,  so  conspicuous  in 
all  bis  writings,  rendered  him  famous  over  all  the  world* 
The  place  I  mean,  is  Mic.  5.  ii.  where  the  present  tranship 
tion  reads  it;  "  Thou  Bethlehem  Ephratah  though  thou 
be  little  among  the  thousands  of  Judah;'^  whereas  that 
learned  person  proves  it  ought  to  be  translated  quite  other- 
wise, **  Thou  Bethhelem  Ephratah  art  very  great  among 
the  thousands  of  Judah.^'    For,  as  he  observes,  the  original 
word,  tsair,  or  segor,  signifies  both  little  and  great :  and 
as  in  some  places,  where  the  sense  requires  it,  it  ought 
to  be  translated,  little,  so  here,  in  this  place,  it  ought  to 
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be  uaiuilated,  great.  For  so  St.  Mstthew  qaotM.it, 
"  Thou  Bethlehem  art  not  tho  least,"  that  u,  art  very  gnat, 
"among;  the  princes  of  Judah,"  &c,  Blat,  U..6.  _  Whidl 
shews  that  the  word  tsair,  in  Micah,  wag  understood  by  the 
Evang^elist  to  si^ify  great,  and  therefore  oo^t  now  to  be 
so  translated ;  as  learned  men  now,  since  this  disooTery  hat 
been  made,  do  generally  agree.  See  Dr.  Pooock,  NoLifie> 
oel.  in  Port.  Mos.  cap.  ii.  p.  IT.  and  his  CommenL  <m  B£o. 
6.  ii.  As  also  Dr.  Hammond's  Annot.  on  Hat.  ii.  6.  Hot- 
linger  Smegma  Oriental.  And  Frischmath'Dineit.  de 
Mich.  &  Mat.  cited  by  Mr.  Le  Gene,  Projet  d'  ime  Nonelle 
Version,  p.  166. 

Now  if  the  Dissenters'  rule  be  truo,  that  no  one  flaoi 
without  a  small  lie,  give  assent  and  oMisent  toaoy  book,' 
which  contains  any  the  lenst  mistake  in  it,  how  ehall  thoee 
who  are  convinced  by  Dr.  Pocock's  reamu,  that  the  foce^ 
nenlioned  passage  is  wrong  translated,  give  thur  aiMBt 
and  consent  to  the  present  translation?  Or  miutneidMv 
Ibe  Church  nor  dissenters  use  the  Bible  in  theii  aesembBeej  ~ 
tilt  they  can  have  a  translation  free  front  all  manner  of  inie> 
takes  I  And  where  shall  we  have  such  an  iufidUble  transla- 
tion *?  Will  dissenters  of  any  denomination  undertake  to 
make  it  1  Or  wilt  tbey  excuse  every  minister  from  reading 
Utte  Bible  in  the  church,  till  they  have  done  it?  If  there  be 
tome  little  mistakes  in  the  present  translation,  why  do  they 
Dot  object  against  it,  as  well  as  the  Liturgy,  and  set  imm^ 
diately  about  a  new  one  ;  and  leave  it  to  men's  censures 
trhen  they  have  done,  and  to  every  man's  liberty  that  can 
find  any  faults  in  it,  to  assent  or  not  assent,  use  or  not  use 
it  at  his  pleasured  There  is  do  one  but  is  sensible  how 
dangerous  and  absurd  the  consequences  of  such  a  Ubertyas 
this  would  be :  and  yet  the  reason  is  as  strong  against  the 
present  translation  of  the  Bible,  as  against  the  Liturgy,  for 
having  a  supposed  mistake  in  one  of  its  rules  for  finding 
out  Easter.  If  nothing  else  can  convince  men,  yet  I  hope 
ttuB  may  ;  that  it  is  dangerous  to  strain  assent  and  consent 
too  high,  lest  at  last  they  come  to  this  pass,  that  they  can- 
not assent  to  the  Bible  itself,  as  ordered  to  be  read  in  the 
Church,  in  any  human  translation. 
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thing  was  omitted.  And  now  it  would  not  be  seasonable  to 
make  any  change ;  because  the  greatest  part  of  our  people 
begin  to  rise  up  before  we  come  to  the  end  of  the  Ck>nfeS7 
sion/'  Therefore  he  advises  those  he  writes  to,  whilst  Ihfljr 
had  it  in  their  power,  to  accustom  their  people  to  an  Abac* 
lution,  as  well  as  a  Confession :  "  Quo  magis  optamus,  liMl 
vobis  iniegrum  est^  populum  vestrum  ad  utrumque  asfli»' 
Jieri:'    Epist.  de  quibusd.  Ecdes.  Ritib.  p.  206, 529.  ) 

Nay,  I  must  do  that  justice  to  Calvin  here,  by  ihe  wiq^f 
to  say,  that  he  was  no  enemy  to  private  absolution  ll^tf^ri 
as  used  in  the  Church  of  England.  For  in  one  of  hia«aB» 
swers  to  Westphalus,  he  thus  expresses  his  mind  about  ii: 
''  I  have  no  intent  to  deny  the  usefulness  of  private  absobl^ 
tion ;  but  as  I  commend  it  in  several  places  of  my  writings, 
provided  the  use  be  left  to  men's  liberty,  and,  free  from  su- 
perstition ;  so  to  bind  men's  consciences  by  a  law  to  it,  is 
neither  lawful  nor  expedient.'*  Defens.  2.  ad  WestphaL 
tom.  viii.  p.  678. 

Here  we  have  Calvm's  judgment,  fully  and  entirely,  for 
the  usefulness  both  of  public  and  private  absolution.  Ha 
owns  it  to  be  a  defect  in  his  Liturgy,  that  it  wants  a  puUio 
absolution.  But  the  French  Church  took  care  to  8U|^ly 
this  defect  in  some  measure ;  and,  as  far  as  they  could 
without  hazarding  the  peace  of  their  congregations.  For 
the  second  Synod  of  Paris,  1565,  cap.  ix.  art.  17,  made  this 
Canon :  ''  T]hat  such  Churches  as  were  accustomed  upott 
Sacrament  days,  or  other  Sabbaths,  after  the  Confessiooif 
Sins,  to  pronounce  a  general  Absolution,  may,  if  they 
please,  continue  in  it:  but  where  this  custom  is  not  tntio^ 
duced,  the  Synod  adviseth  the  Churches  not  to  admil 
it,  because  of  the  dangerous  consequences  which  taof 


ensue.'' 


They  approve  the  thing,  and  encourage  it  where  it  waafal 
use  already,  but  thought  it  dangerous  to  offer  at  any  alteia^ 
tion  where  it  was  not;  for  fear  the  novelty  might  give 
offence,  or  occasion  some  disturbance.  Whence  it  appears, 
that  it  was  not  choice,  but  necessity,  that  made  both  Calvin 
and  the  French  Church  omit  the  inserting  a  public  Absolu- 
tion into  their  Liturgy :  they  did  not  dislike  the  thing,  but 
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had  no  favorablo  opportanity,  as  the  Church  of  Englaod 
had,  to  introduce  it. 

Ah  for  the  custom  of  the  ministers  standing  up  nt  the  ab- 
loliition,  and  some  other  pmyers, asthe  Rubrick  appoints;  I 
observe  the  same  practice  to  be  enjoined  in  some  cases  in 
ihe  French  Church.  Pot  in  the  form  of  ordination  appointed 
by  the  Synod  of  St.  Maixant,  it  is  expressly  ordered,  "  that 
the  minister,  who  ordains,  shall  rise  up  when  he  comes  to 
the  consecration  prayer,  and  repeat  that  standing."  And 
ptnbably  those  churches,  which  use  the  Absolution,  do  it  in 
the  same  posture,  as  also  the  Creed,  &c. ;  but  I  can  say 
oothiti^  positively  of  these,  for  I  find  no  express  Canon  or 
Rubrick  about  what  posture  they  are  to  be  said  in. 


Tlutt  the  French  Church  esteems  the  Lord's  Prayer  a 
Form  of  Prayer,  aitd  as  such  frequently  iwes  it  in  Divine 
Service. 

Two  thing^s  are  commonly  said  against  the  use  of  tlie 
Lord's  Prayer  in  our  Church.  I,  That  we  use  it  as  a  form. 
S.  That  we  repeat  it  too  often  in  Divine  service.  To  the 
first  objection  Chamier  answers  copiously,  that  our  Saviour 
^ve  it  to  his  disciples  as  a  form ;  that  they  used  it  as  a 
form  in  their  daily  prayers,  as  did  also  the  whole  primitive 
Church  ;  which  he  proves  from  the  testimonies  of  Tertul- 
lian,  Cyprian,  and  Austin.  And  hence  he  takes  occasion  to 
prove  against  his  popish  adversary,  Gerhard,  that  the  Virgin 
Hary  was  not  free  from  sin,  because  she  used  the  Lord's 
Prayer  with  the  Apostles.  "  It  is  reasonable  to  believe," 
tays  he,  "  that  the  Holy  Virgin  prayed  to  God  in  tho  most 
•iqaiute  manner :  but  there  is  no  better  manner  of  praying 
to  Ood,  than  that  which  Christ  delivered."  As  Cyprian 
■aya,  "  What  prayer  can  be  more  spiritual  than  that  which 
was  ^ven  us  by  Christ,  who  also  gives  us  the  Holy  Spirit  "i 
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What  can  be  more  true  prayer  before  Gkxl,  than  that  wUdU 
was  uttered  from  the  mouth  of  his  Sod,  who  is  truth  itself  f^ 
Secondly,  it  is  plain  from  St  Luke,  that  Mary  prayed  wiA  ] 
the  rest  of  the  disciples,  Acts  i.  14.  ^'  These  all  contnmoA  j 
with  one  accord  in  prayer  and  supplication,  with  the  womeiii  i 
and  Maiy,  the  mother  of  Jesus."  "  Now,"  says  he, "  iSSi  crS^  i 
bant  und,  ergo  communis  erai  omnibus  formula ;  i/Ae^  \ 
prayed  together ^  they  had  all  one  common  form.^^    T\AMjl  \ 
St.  Austin  says,  ^'  That  it  is  necessary  not  only  forihefiiitti^  > 
fill  in  general,  but  for  eyery  one  in  particular,  to  use  Qif 
prayer  which  our  L(»rd  gave  to  his  disciples.^    These  mtt 
Chamier's  arguments,  to  prove  that  the  Virgin  Maiy,  ias  wett 
as  all  other  persons,  were  obliged  to  use  the  Lord^s  Pnq^wl 
Tom.  3.  de  Pec.  Orig,  lib.  v.  c.  xii.  n.  10. 

Against  this  his  popish  adversary  urged,  1.  That  it  eoold 
not  be  proved  out  of  Scripture,  or  any  ancient  writer,  tlMt 
ever  the  Virgin  Mary  used  the  Lord's  Prayer.  2.  The 
Lord's  Prayer  was  made  for  the  sake  of  the  rude  and  igno- 
rant ;  that  knew  not  how  to  pray :  But  the  Virgin  Mary  was 
taught  of  Ood  from  her  infancy  to  pray,  and  had  fbrmii 
of  prayer  of  her  ovm.  To  which  he  answers,  **  L  Thai  it 
was  false,  that  it  could  not  be  proved  out  of  Scripture  diat 
the  Virgin  Mary  did  use  the  Lord's  Pmyer:  For  she  prayed 
with  the  disciples,  and  the  disciples  prayed,  saying,  '  Our 
Father ;'  therefore  she  also  prayed,  sayingi  *  Our  Father/  ^  To 
the  second  he  answers, ''  that  the  Lord's  Prayer  was  made  for 
the  simple  and  ignorant  indeed,  but  in  the  same  manner  as 
David  says  the  whole  word  of  God  was  written,  *  to  give  fight 
and  understanding  to  the  simple,'  Psal.  19.  that  is,  so  to  in- 
struct the  simple,  as  that  it  should  be  not  only  usefirf,  but 
necessary,  to  the  greatest  proficients  also.'*  Chamier,  iMA 
n.  12, 13. 

So  far  was  this  learned  Frenchman  from  having  that  eon- 
temptible  notion  of  the  Lord's  Prayer  as  a  form,  which  some 
have,  that  with  St.  Austin  and  the  rest  of  the  primitive 
Church,  he  thought  it  necessary  to  be  used  as  a  form,  both 
in  Church  assemblies,  and  by  every  private  Christian. 

Rivet  was  of  the  same  mind :  for  among  other  arguments 
to  prove  the  lawfulness  and  expediency  of  set  forms,  he 
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ut^s  this;  that  Christ  taught  hia  own  disciples  a  form  of 
prayer.  "  It  ia  made  a  question  by  some,  whether  set  forms 
of  prayer  be  lawful  to  he  used  in  pubhc  or  in  private  1  But 
we  bold,  that  set  forms,  if  thoy  be  proDOUDced  with  due  at- 
leDtioD  of  mind,  are  not  only  lawful,  but  very  prolitable  also; 
because  every  Cbristian  is  not  able  to  conceive  new  prayers 
inlh  such  decency  as  is  fitUng,  and  the  attention  of  the 
hesrero  in  great  assemblies,  is  not  a  little  helped  by  accua- 
lamed  forms.  Upon  which  account  God  himself  prescribed 
a  form  of  bt^nediction,  to  be  used  by  ttie  priests  in  the  Old 
Testament,  Num.  6.  24.  And  Christ  upon  the  cross  used  a 
form  of  deprecation,  which  David,  his  type,  had  used  before 
him.  Mat  27.  46.  The  disciples  also,  Luk.  II.  2.  desired 
him  to  leach  them  to  pray,  as  John  taught  his  disciples :  to 
whom  Christ  gave  this  answer ;  '  when  ye  pray,  say.  Our 
Fatbw  which  art  in  Heaven,'  &c.  From  the  circumstances 
of  which  words  it  is  evident,  that  this  Prayer  of  Christ  is  - 
not  only  a  rule  of  praying  aright,  but  also  a  form  of 
prayer  to  be  ordinarily  used ;  as  without  all  controversy,  the 
whole  primitive  Church  ever  esteemed  it  to  be."  Synops. 
Pur.  Theolog.  Disp.  36,  n,  33.  where  we  have  the  judgment 
of  the  Dutch  and  French  divines  together. 

What  they  observe  of  the  primitive  Church,  is  so  very 
true,  that  I  dare  undertake  to  prove,  that  for  1500  years  to- 
gether, none  ever  disliked  the  use  of  the  Lord's  Prayer,  but 
ooly  the  Pelagians ;  and  they  did  not  wholly  reject  the  use 
of  it  neither,  nor  dislike  it  because  it  was  a  form,  but  for 
aDothei  reason ;  because  it  contradicted  one  of  their  princi- 
pal tenets,  which  was,  that  some  men  were  so  perfect  in  this 
fforld,  that  they  needed  not  to  pray  to  God  for  the  forgive- 
neis  of  their  own  sins,  but  only  for  the  sins  of  others-  In 
regard  to  which  tenet,  they  could  have  wished  that  the  use 
of  the  Lord's  Prayer  had  been  wholly  laid  aside ;  but  be- 
muse it  was  so  generally  used  by  the  whole  Catholic 
Church,  they  despaired  of  gaining  that  point ;  and  therefore 
continued  to  use  it,  contenting  themselves  with  that  perverse 
glou  put  upon  the  fifth  petition  ;  that  they  prayed  not  for 
forgiveness  of  their  own  sins,  but  for  others ;  as  appears 
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from  Ae  ComcO  of  Milem,  eip.  7.  and  die  Afirican  Cc 
caB.1169aiid  IIT.  wfaeie  ibeir  errors  are  ooDdemned. 

I  hope  none  now  dnlike  die  use  of  die  Lord's  Pks 
opoB  die  same  prineiple :  but  howerer,  to  reject  it  o] 
any  principle,  is  a  great  fiuik;  and  sadi  an  one  as  is  o 
demned  by  the  whole  Oatholic  Cbnidi,  and  in  paitkahirj 
the  reformed  Chordi  of  France. 

Bot  it  b  said,  oar  Cbudi  enjoins  the  use  of  the  Lor 
Phiyer  too  often,  and  diat  is  the  thing  diat  offends  so  ma 
To  which  I  answer,  1.  That  admit  it  were  not  so  commo 
oos  as  diey  coold  wish,  yet  all  inconT^ences  do  not  m 
a  Litnrgy  onlawfal,  or  jnstify  separation  from  it,  as  I  di 
foOy  prore,  upon  the  principles  of  the  French  ChordL 
Oar  CSiarcb  seldom  enjoins  the  ase  of  it  aboTc  once  or  tw 
in  any  particalar  office ;  and  so  madi  is  commonly  done 
theFrmchCbardi:  their  ordinary  prayer  both  beforeandal 
sermon,  as  well  morning  as  eyening,  oondades  with  it. 
does  also  their  prayer  at  infant  baptism ;  as  also  the  pra^ 
at  baptism  of  adalt  persons,  appointed  by  the  last  Synod 
Charenton,  where  diey  say  it  is  Christ^s  own  appointme 
who  hath  commanded  as  to  call  apon  God,  saying,  ^  € 
Father  whidi  art  in  Heaven,  SlcJ"  cap.  9.  p.  452. 

So  diat  supposing  different  offices  to  be  used,  it  mast 
necessity  follow,  duit  the  Lord's  Prayer  will  be  often  i 
peated.  Besides  which.  Dr.  Darel  has  obseryed,  that  t 
ministers  commonly  say  it  three  times  over,  whilst  they  cc 
tinue  in  the  pulpit,  both  in  the  French  and  Dutch  Charch< 
Conform  of  Reform.  Chur.'  p.  37. 

In  Calvin^s  Liturgy  used  at  Geneva,  it  occurs  almost 
every  office:  as  1.  In  die  minbter^s  own  prayer  before  s< 
mon,  he  might  use  it  if  he  pleased. 

2.  In  the  long  prayer  prescribed  to  be  used  after  sermo 
there  is  a  kind  of  paraphrase  made  of  it  to  conclude  witl 
3.  In  the  form  of  extraordinary  supplications  for  fast  daj 


•  I  MB  credibly  infonned,  that  at  Charentoo,  instead  of  the  Paraplm 
the  miniflttn  used  to  repeat  the  prayer  only  as  a  form. 
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it  M  bserted  yerbatim,  into  the  middle  of  the  prayer  after 
•eimon.  4.  It  is  used  also  to  conclude  the  prayer  of  conse- 
omtion  at  infant  baptism.     Formul.  Prec.  Elccles.  tom.  8. 

So  tbat  the  difference  betwixt  the  French  and  English 
dnueh  in  this  matter  is  so  small,  that  whoever  objects 
agauMt  the  one,  will  find  himself  obliged  to  condemn  the 
other  alio.    And  when  that  is  done,  it  will  neyer  justify  the 
imetiee  of  those,  who  deny  the  Lord's  Prayer  to  be  a  form, 
«id  wholly  reject  the  use  of  it.     Mr.  Capel  reckons  those 
■abetter  than  madmen,  whose  zeal  against  set  forms  trans- 
port them  to  anch  an  excess:  ^'quis  illarumjuraremferat,ae 
mmfoiiuB  ex^eretur,  ^c.  Who  can  have  patience  to  bear,  and 
■61  imther  abhor  their  madness,  who  boast  that  they  have 
MTCf;^  or  not  for  many  years  repeated  the  Lord's  Prayer,  and 
gbv  Ood  thanks  upon  that  account?  Do  they  think,  Christ 
liqght  his  disciples  that  prayer,  that  they  should  nerer  use 
i^  nor  oiler  it  to  Ood  ?  Or  do  they  think  the  Apostles  never 
■sod  it|  but  only  as  a  rule  and  example  to  compose  their 
own  prayers  by?  How  then  come  all  ecdesiasUcal  writers 
and  doctors  of  the  Primitive  Church  to  tell  us,  that  the 
Apootleo  consecrated  the  eucharist  only  with  this  prayer, 
and  that  the  whole  Primitive  Church  followed  their  example  ? 
And  how  is  it  that  in  all  Protestant  Churches,  when  we  can- 
not particularly  enumerate  all  our  wants  in  our  own  prayers, 
we  think  it  necessary  to  conclude  them  with  that  prayer, 
wludi  comprehends  in  short  whatever  things  are  omitted  in 
oar  own  1  Upon  which  account  we  commonly  usher  it  in 
with  this  form  of  words ;  ^  these  things,  O  Lord,  and  what- 
ever else  thou  knowest  to  be  necessary  for  us,  we  ask  of 
Thee,  in  the  name  of  Christ,  in  that  form  of  pmyer  which 
He  Himself  hath  taught  us,  '  Our  Father,'  &c.''    Ludov. 
Ctpel.  Disp.  37.  de  Liturg.    n.    13.   inter  Tbes.  Salmur. 
ptr.  3. 
I       This  both  vindicates  the  necessary  use  of  the  Lord's 
Ptayer,  and  the  frequent  use  of  it ;  that  is,  as  often  as  we 
make  any  petitions  of  our  own,  or  if  we  divide  our  service 
ioto  different  parts,  we  may  use  the  Lord's  Prayer  in  each 
part;  and  that  is  agreeable  to  the  custom  of  the  French 
Church,  and  perhaps  all  other  Protestant  Churches  also. 

VOL.  Vlll.  K 
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CHAP.  XI. 
CfOu  MMecf  ike  ApatioUeai  Creed  im  ike  Fremek  CkmreL 

Ccfocefning  this  Creed  I  obserre  four  diiags  m  die  pne- 
tioeofdieFieodiCbiircli.  1.  ThaitbcjgheiiiheMUMof 
the  Apoitles*  Creed,  as  we  do  in  our  litngj:  didr  eoafee- 
mm  stiles  it,  Symbalmm  AfOtioUemm,  the  Apostolical 
Greedy  Ait.  5.  As  also  their  Lborgy  and  catechisai,  where- 
ever  diey  speak  of  iL  2.  Thejagreewith  oor  QuD^as  to 
what  ooDcems  the  reasoo  of  this  name.  ^  It  is  roresamiiy 
ealled  the  Apostles*  Creed,**  says  thdr  catechisBBy  ^  beoaue 
it  has  erer  beeo  reeeiTed  among  the  faithfU  from  the  foun- 
dation of  the  Chordi ;  and  because  it  was  either  taken  fron^ 
the  months  of  die  Apostles,  or  collected  fiuthfnlljf  onl  oC 
dieir  writings.^    Calrin.  Catecb.  torn.  8.  p.  12. 

So  that  the  design  other  of  the  English  or  FrendiChnidi 
in  giring  it  the  name  of  the  Apostles*  Creed,  was  not  to  tie 
men  np  in  the  strictest  sense,  to  beliere  it  to  be  of  thf 
Apostles*  immediate  composing  ;  bat  to  take  it  for  an  orthor. 
dox  and  primitiTC  summary  of  &ith,  either  delivered  by  tljb^ 
Apostles  themselres,  or  collected  out  of  their  writings  by. 
their  immediate  successors.  A  liberty  is  granted  to  eithec. 
of  these  opbions,  because  neither  of  them  derogates  from 
the  faith  itself. 

3.  I  obsenre  that  the  French  Church  uses  it  in  the  aai^i^ 
holy  offices  as  the  Church  of  England  does ;  as  in  hj^  foni| 
of  infant  baptism  composed  by  Calrin ;  in  her  form  of  baptisn^ 
of  adult  persons  composed  by  the  Synod  of  Charenton,  and 
in  her  usual  form  of  public  pmyers  on  the  Lord's  Dsy.  The 
words  of  their  Liturgy  after  morning  prayer,  are,  foei  hmf 
reeiiatur  Apastalorum  Symbolum :  then  shall  be  rehearsed 
the  Apostles*  Creed. 

And  yet  here  we  may  note,  that  both  the  French  and 
English  Church  in  this  last  point  differ  from  the  practice  of 
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the  PrimiCiYe  Churoh :  for  the  PrimitiTe  Church  for  nen  mx 
hoiidred  years  made  no  other  public  use  of  the  CSreed  in 
divine  service^  but  only  in  catechising,  and  as  a  form  of  pro- 
fessing their  faith  at  baptism ;  as  Hamond  TEIstrange  and 
Vosaios,  and  others  have  made  it  appear.  Whence  it  fol- 
lowSy  that  primitive  practice  was  no  rule  in  indifferent  mat- 
terSy  either  to  the  French  or  English  Church,  but  they  made 
use  at  their  own  power  and  liberty  in  appointing  such  things 
as  they  thought  most  expedient  and  meet  for  edification : 
and  fterefore  this  custom  of  repeating  the  Creed  as  a  part 
of  the  public  Liturgy,  though  new  in  comparison,  being 
fcuid  to  be  a  most  useful  and  edifying  practice,  was  thought 
fllo  be  retained  in  the  liturgies  of  all  Protestant  Churches. 
And' Mr.  Baxter  himself  is  so  far  from  objecting  against  the 
of  ity  that  in  his  reformation  of  the  English  Liturgy,  he 
•11  the  three  Creeds  to  be  read:  *'  Next  let  one  of  the 
Onads  be  read  by  the  minister,  saying,  *  in  the  profession  of 
dds  boly  Christian  faith  we  are  here  assembled/  t  believe 
ii  €hid  the  Father,  ftc.  I  believe  in  one  God,  &c.'*  And 
sooMtiines  Athanasius^s  Creed/*  Petition  for  peace  and  re- 
fgnn  of  the  Liturgy^  p.  26. 

4.  But  to  return  to  the  French  Church ;  I  observe  in  the 
hs(  place,  that  though  they  do  not  enjoin  the  people  to  stand 
ip  and  bear  their  part  in  the  repetition  of  the  Creed,  yet 
Aey  have  no  objection  against  this.  For  in  many  cases 
dwy  allow  of  the  standing  posture  in  time  of  divine  wor- 
dUp.  As  in  their  form  of  ordination,  I  have  shewn  already, 
duU  the  minister,  who  ordains,  is  obliged  to  pray  standing  at 
the  foot  of  the  pulpit :  and  I  shall  shew  hereafter,  that  all 
die  people  are  obliged  to  come  up  and  receive  the  commu- 
flioD,  standing  before  the  communion  table.  And  I  have 
been  informed,  from  those  who  are  sufficiently  acquainted 
widk  their  practice,  that  they  stand  up  whilst  they  sing  the 
last  Terse  of  the  11 8th  Psalm,  and  the  prayer  at  the  end  of 
die  ten  commandments :  and  as  to  standing  up  at  the 
Creed,  it  is  what  many  of  the  people  do,  and  all  of  them  may 
do  if  they  please,  though  some  chuse  to  continue  kneeling. 
For  the  minister,  who  in  his  prayer  closes  his  hands  toge- 
dier^  as  a  posture  proper  for  that  office  ;  when  he  comes  to 
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recite  the  Creed,  unfolds  them,  and  by  such  change  of  pos- 
ture, intimates  them  to  be  at  liberty  to  stand  up  if  they 
please. 


CHAP.  XII. 

That  the  French  Church    approves   of  the  Aihanasian 
Greedy  and  requires  Assent  and  Consent  unto  it. 

One  reason,  why  some  cannot  subscribe  the  Articles  and 
the  Liturgy,  is,  because  they  command  the  belief  and  use  of 
the  Athanasian  Creed.  The  8th  Article  says,  *^  it  ought  to 
be  thoroughly  received  and  believed,  because  it  may  be 
proved  by  most  certain  warrants  of  Holy  Scripture.*'  And 
the  Rubrick  in  the  Liturgy,  upon  certain  days,  enjoins  the 
reading  of  it.  Now,  they  say,  they  cannot  8ubscribe>entirely 
to  the  belief  or  use  of  it,  because  of  the  damnatory  dansea 
that  are  contained  therein.    Baxter  Nonconform,  cap.  40. 

But  this  objection  will  hold  as  well  against  subscrilmig 
the  French  confession.      For  the  5th  Article  is  in  these 
words :  **  we  therefore  approve  of  those  three  Creeds,  the 
Apostolical,  the  Nicene,  and  the  Athanasian ;  because  thej    : 
are  agreeable  to  the  written  word  of  God.'*    Does  the  Ai^  .^ 
tide  of  the  Church  of  England  say  any  more  than  this! 
And  may  we  not  read  in  the  church  what  is  agreeable  to 
the  word  of  God,  if  our  Rubrick  enjoins  it  ? 

I  must  here  note  again,  what  I  have  proved  at  larg«  be* 
fore,  that  no  minister  could  be  ordained  in  France,  till  he 
had  first  subscribed  this  confession  of  faith,  whereof  that 
Article  about  the  Athanasian  Creed  is  one:  so  that  they  vrbo 
scruple  conformity  upon  this  account  here,  must  have  been 
nonconformists  in  the  Church  of  France  also. 

If  any  are  offended  further  with  our  Articles  or  Liturgy, 
because  they  call  this  Creed  Athanasius's  Creed ;  they  are 
to  consider,  that  the  Church  designed  not  to  determine  any 
thing  thereby,  to  oblige  men  to  take  it  for  a  Creed  of  Atha- 
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nashis^s  oompoting,  but  only  to  give  it  a  name  by  which  it 
might  be  distinguished  from  the  other  Creeds ;  as  is  done 
in  all  other  confessions :  for  the  French  calls  it  Symbolum 
Athanastanum,  Art.  5.  The  Helvetic,  Symbolum  Athanasii, 
Art.  2.  As  also  the  Belgio,  Art.  9.  Symbolum  AthanasiL 
And  the  Saxon,  Symbolum  Athanasianum,  Art.  1.  Yet 
aD  that  is  designed  by  any  of  these  confessions,  is  only 
diat  men  should  take  this  for  an  orthodox  Creed,  with- 
out tying  them  up  to  believe  Athanasius  to  be  the  author 
of  it:  which  being  a  matter  purely  historical,  is  left  to 
die  fiaonasion  of  learned  men  to  determine  for  or  against 
it,  as  they  see  reasons  to  convince  them.  And  there- 
hm  Aoag^  Bishop  Andrews  and  Rivet  say  they  believe  it 
Id  be  Athanasius's  own  composure,  yet  it  is  no  crime  in 
Bbhop  Usher  or  Bishop  Pearson,  Hamond  TEstrange,  or  Dr. 
Cbvafy  to  dissent  from  them,  and  ascribe  it  to  a  much  later 
sad  a  Latb  author.*  The  Church  is  not  concerned  in  this 
Aipote,  so  long  as  the  Creed  itself  is  allowed  to  be  the  or- 
ikidoiz :  and  in  that  they  are  all  agreed. 

Nay  I  must  add,  that  Mr.  B.  himself  was  once  agreed 
vilh  die  Cliurch  about  the  use  of  this  Creed,  however  in  his 
kst  books  his  spirit  came  to  be  embittered  against  it.    For 
in  his  petition  for  peace  and  reformation  of  the  Liturgy,  p. 
86.  he  orders  the  Athanasian  Creed  to  be  read  sometimes  in- 
stead of  the  other:  surely  then  at  that  time,  when  he  drew 
vp  the  form  of  a  new  liturgy  to  be  presented  to  the  bishops 
in  1661,  he  had  none  of  these  objections  against  the  damna- 
tory clauses  in  it    And  if  he  had  considered  that  just  apo- 
logy, which  Dr.  Falkner  and  some  others  have  made  for  it, 
he  would  never  have  shewn  himself  so  weak,  as  to  have  gra- 
tified the  Socinians  with  unreasonable  scruples  against  it. 
See  Dr.  Falkner  Libert.  Ecdes,  p.  145,  &c. 


*  Yigilias  Tapsensis,  an  African  bishop,  who  lived  in  tho  latter  end  of 
the  fifth  century,  in  the  time  of  the  Vandalic  Arian  persecution. 
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CHAP.  XIII. 

Thai  the  French  Church  does  not  receive  the  Communion 
sitting^  hut  requires  all  Communicania  to  receive  ii  in 
another  Posture. 

m 

There  are  two  sorts  of  persons,  who  dispute  with  the 
Church  of  England  about  kneeling  at  the  commuoioii. 
Some  absolutely  and  universally  condemn  the  posture*  as 
sinful  and  unlawful;  because  it  is  a  deviation  from  the  prais- 
tice  and  example  of  Christ,  who  administered  thp  oomoui'* 
nion  to  his  disciples  sitting ;  which  therefore  they  say,  is 
the  only  lawful  posture.  Others  are  not  altogether  so  rigid 
as  this,  but  say,  they  believe  it  to  be  lawful  to  receive  the 
eucharist  kneeling,  and,  upon  occasion,  themselves  do  ap 
receive  it;  but  their  quarrel  at  the  Liturgy  and  GanoB  it, 
for  rejecting  those  from  communion,  who  dare  not  kneel  in 
the  act  of  receiving:  of  this  latter  sort  of  objectors,  Mr*  Biuc- 
ter  is  the  principal.  Case  of  Elngl.  Nonconform.  c«  14*  **  I 
myself/'  says  he,  **  am  for  the  lawfulness  of  organs,  raibp, 
and  coming  up  to  them ;  and  for  the  lawfulness  of  kneeling 
when  we  sing  Psalms,  or  read  the  Scripture,  or  hear  the 
preacher :  but  I  am  not  for  the  lawfulness  of  hanging  or 
damning  men,  that  herein  are  not  of  my  mind ;  nor  for  turn- 
ing unnecessary  things,  because  they  are  lawful,  into  condi- 
tions of  Church  communion,  and  making  kneeling  necessary 
to  salvation."' 

Now,  whatever  there  is  in  either  of  these  charges^  they 
affect  the  French  Church  as  much  as  they  do  the  Church  of 
England.  For  though  the  French  Church  does  not  receive 
the  communion  kneeling,  yet  neither,  1.  does  she  condemn 
kneeling  as  unlawful ;  nor  2dly,  does  she  use  sitting,  but  a 
contrary  posture,  that  is,  standing ;  which  is  as  much  a  devia- 
tion from  the  example  of  Christ,  as  kneeling  is.  Nor  Sdly, 
does  she  admit  any  to  communion,  but  such  as  receive  in 
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tbat  jpostare  and  manner  as  her  Rnbricks  and  Candnis  ap- 
point So  that  if  there  be  any  force  in  the  argiimeilkt^  urg- 
ed against  the  Church  of  England,  they  equallj"  hold 
against  the  Church  of  France ;  or  if  the  one  inay  be  jus- 
tifiedy  so  may  the  other.  Let  us  therefore  examine  these 
particulars. 

That  1.  the  French  Church  condemns  not  kneeling  as 
unlawful^  appears  from  this ;  that  she  allows  it  lawful  to 
communicate  with  (he  English,  Lutheran,  and  Polonian 
(lurches;  all  which  receive  the  communion  kneeling,  and 
in  no  otbet  posture.  Besides,  Beza  says,  "  that  kneeling  at 
the  cdmoiiitiion  hath  a  shew  of  Godly  dnd  Christian  reve- 
rence, and  therefore  might  be  used  with  benefit  heretofore. 
Only  he  thinks,  that  since  bread-worship  came  in  at  this 
ioot,  dibse  Chtirches  did  well  who  received  another  gesture. 
However^  be  condemns  none  that  still  retain  it :  for,  he  sayi^J 
kiM  Act  idoMrous  in  itself;  and  therefore  he  determines  of 
il^  as  of  many  other  ceremonies,  that  it  is  not  of  that  mo- 
mMt,  as  that  ministers  should  leave  their  office,  or  the 
ptople  forsake  the  communion,  because  of  it.^  Beza,  Ep. 
11  p.  107,  ft  109. 

Peter  Martyr,  who  was  sometime  a  minister  of  the 
French  Church,  goes  a  little  further,  and  says,  "  it  is  not 
material  whether  we  receive  the  Lord's  Supper  standing, 
sitting,  or  kneeling,  so  long  as  the  institution  of  Christ  be 
observed,  and  all  occasion  of  superstition  be  cut  off.'*'  Loc. 
Com.  Class.  2.  c.  4.  n.  30. 

And  in  his  defence  of  the  eucharist  against  Gardiner,  he 
says,  **  adoration  may  be  used  in  time  of  receiving,  provided 
our  minds  be  applied,  not  to  the  elements,  but  to  the  thing 
signified.  For  then,  if  we  adore  the  Lord  by  kneeling,  we  do 
not  thereby  testify  any  real  or  corporal  presence  of  Christ  in 
the  Sacrament."'     De  Euchar.  part  1.  fol.  5. 

He  tells  us  in  another  place.  "  That  many  men  piously 
bow  the  knee  and  worship,  when  they  hear  those  words  of 
the  Gospel,  *  the  Word  was  made  flesh  :'  and  yet  we  may 
not  say,  they  worship  the  words,  but  the  Thing  signified. 
So,"  says  he,  **  what  h'mdcrs  but  that  wc  may  do  the  same, 
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when  we  receive  the  eucharist;  provided  we  worship  not 
the  external  signs^  but  the  Thing  signified  by  them.*^  Loo. 
Com.  Class.  4.  c.  10.  n.  50. 

This  learned  man  did  not  think  kneeling  so  superstitioas, 
as  some  would  make  it ;  nor  sitting  so  necessary  by  any 
command  or  example  of  Christ,  but  that  any  other  dee«it 
posture  would  as  well  comport  with  the  end  of  the  in- 
stitution. 

And  indeed  this  was  always  the  judgment  of  all  knowiDg 
men  in  the  French  Church,  that  the  posture  of  reoeiTiDg 
was  none  of  those  things,  which  are  of  the  substance  of  tha 
sacrament,  or  which  we  are  precisely  bound  to  follow  the 
example  of  Christ  in  ;  but  an  accidental  circumstance,  left 
to  the  liberty  of  the  Church,  as  many  other  things.are,  to 
determine,  as  she  sees  most  useful  and  expedient  Take  Ae 
testimony  of  one,  which  may  stand  for  the  judgment  of  the 
whole  Church,  because  his  works  were  approved  by  two  or 
three  national  Synods ;  that  is,  the  learned  Chamier,  who  ui 
his  books  de  Eucharista,  thus  answers  the  popish  argament^ 
for  mixing  water  with  wine,  taken  from  the  example  of 
Christ :  ^^  it  follows  not,''  says  he,  '^  that  because  Christ  did  it, 
therefore  we  are  bound  to  do  the  same ;  for  he  washed  his 
disciples  feet  at  supper,  but  no  man  thinks  we  are  bound  to 
do  so  under  pain  of  mortal  sin.  He  consecrated  at  eyen  and 
after  supper;  which  now  the  Church  of  Rome  forbids. 
Again,  he  consecrated  lying  at  table ;  which  custom  is  long 
ago  laid  aside,  and  observed  by  none.  This  gives  us  to  vat* 
derstand,  that  every  thing  is  not  necessary  to  be  done,  that 
Christ  did  only  accidentally  or  occasionally,  in  celebrating 
the  eucharist ;  but  only  such  things  as  he  did^propter  ipsiu$ 
sacramenti  pleniiudinem^  to  make  it  a  complete  and  per- 
fect Sacrament;  to  which  neither  washing  the  feet,  nor 
Qclebrating  at  even,  nor  lying  at  table,  nor  mixing  water 
with  the  wine  do  appertain.'"  Chamier  de  Eucbar.  torn.  4. 
lib.  6.  c.  3.  n.  11. 

So  again,  lib.  7.  c.  15.  n.  13.  ''  All  things  are  not  neces- 
sary to  be  imitated  that  Christ  did,  when  they  are  only  cir- 
cumstances of  bisections.     For  instance.  He  celebrated  the 
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eucharist  at  even,  after  supper,  lying  at  table,  at  the  time  of 
the  passover.  In  such  things  every  Church  is  at  liberty  to 
act  as  she  pleases/^ 

Who  sees  not  by  all  this,  that  in  the  judgment  of  ihe 
French  Church,  sitting  at  table  in  the  reception  of  the  eu- 
dwrist,  is  none  of  those  things  which  we  are  necessarily 
obliged  to  by  the  example  of  Christ,  but  only  an  accidental 
cirpamstance,  which  may  be  altered  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Cbarch  1  Accordingly  the  French  Church  used  her  liberty 
at  the  reformation,  and  took  standing  at  the  eucharist  as  her 
ordinary  receiving  posture :  and  what  is  more,  not  only  used 
tteadiDg,  but  enjoined  it  precisely,  and  forbad  any  to  receive 
itaitting  at  the  table,  for  the  same  reason  that  the  Church 
of  EngUnd  forbids  it,  viz.  that  there  might  be  a  general  uni- 
fbraiity  in  the  Church.  The  words  of  the  Synod  of  St  Maix- 
ant  are  expressly  these :  '^  that  hereafter  there  may  be  a 
geneial  uniformity  in  the  churches  of  this  kingdom,  in  the 
administration  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  and  all  scruples  by 
TOiSon  of  difference  and  singularity,  arising  in  weak,  but 
liODest  hearts,  uncapable  of  distinguishing  between  the  sub- 
stance and  circumstance  of  the  sacred  action,  may  be  pre- 
Tented;  all  pastors  are  enjoined  to  abstain  from  any  new 
and  private  methods  of  their  own.  Among  which,  they  for- 
bid that  of  bringing  the  people  np  in  ranks  unto  the  table, 
there  to  sit  or  stand ;  whereas  they  ought  to  make  them 
come  singly,  one  after  another  up  unto  it.  Synod  of  St. 
Uaixant,  1609.  cap.  6.  Art.  14. 

Here  I  observe,  they  not  only  forbid  men  to  receive  the 
eucharist  sitting  in  companies  at  the  table  as  at  a  feast, 
which  is  the  thing  that  is  so  much  pleaded  for  among  us, 
but  they  will  not  allow  them  to  receive  it  in  companies 
standmg  about  the  table  neither;  for  they  must  come  up 
singly  one  after  another. 

Now  supposing  any  one  should  make  a  scruple  at  this, 
and  object  against  receiving  standing  singly,  as  varying 
from  the  example  of  Christ  at  the  institution  of  the  first 
supper:  if  there  be  any  strength  in  the  objection,  does  it 
not  hold  as  well  against  the  French  Church,  as  the  Church 
of  England?  For  standing*  is  as  different  from  sitting,  as 
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kneeling  is ;  and  standing  singly,  is  something  more.  What 
then!  limst  the  ministers  give  the  commanion  to  persons 
sitting  in  companies  at  the  table,  who  dare  not  receiTe  it 
otherwise  ?  This  the  Canon  forbids,  and  they  are  apto  their 
oaih  to  observe  the  Canon,  and  liable  to  suspension  if  the^ 
do  otherwise.  Where  then  is  the  difierence  betwixt  iheilr 
ease,  and  the  ministers  of  the  Charch  of  England  1  The 
English  Rnbrick,  and  the  27th  Canon,  which  interprets  the 
Rnbrick,  says ;  ^*  that  no  minister,  when  he  celebrateth  tfie 
communion,  riiall  wittingly  administer  the  same  to  any  bat 
such  as  kneel,  under  pain  of  suspension."  And  the  French 
Canon  says,  "  no  minister  shall  give  the  communion  to  per^ 
sons  sitting  in  ranks  at  the  table,  but  make  Aem  come  njp 
and  receive  standing  singly  one  after  another/^  And  the 
ministers  are  upon  oath  to  observe  this  Canon,  and  liable  to 
censure  if  they  transgress  it.  Where  then,  I  say,  is  the  dKf> 
ference  ?  If  kneeling  be  a  deviation  from  the  institution  and 
example  of  Christ,  standing  is  so  too.  If  to  enjoin  knecA- 
ing  be  to  add  a  new  term  of  conmiunion,  to  enjoin  standing 
must  be  an  imposition  of  the  same  nature:  and  Mr.  Baxter's 
six  arguments  will  hold  as  well  against  the  French,  as  the 
English  posture.  For  he  may  say  with  equal  truth,  that 
their  imposition  of  standing  is  a  sin  :  'M.  Because  itmaketh 
new  terms  of  Church  communion.  2.  It  contradicts  Christ's 
appointed  terms,  which  require  all  Christians  to  receive 
each  other  in  love  and  concord.  3.  They  must  answer  for 
depriving  Christ's  members  of  their  right,  as  truly  as  if  they 
oppressed  widows  and  orphans.  4.  They  must  answer  for 
schismatical  tearing  of  the  Church  by  their  engines.  5.  And 
for  usurping  a  needless  and  hurtful  dominion  over  men's 
faith  and  consciences  by  their  church  legislation.  6.  And 
for  using  that  office,  which  is  made  for  the  comfort  and  edi- 
fying of  the  faithful,  to  drive  conscience  and  obedience  to 
God  out  of  the  world,  by  making  doubtful  ensnaring  impo- 
sitions, &c."    Engl.  Nonconform,  cap.  4. 

How  would  a  French  minister  answer  these  arguments?  why 
plainly  by  saying  they  were  slanders,  not  arguments.  For 
the  requiring  men  to  use  the  standing  posture,  was  not  to 
make  any  new  term  of  communion.  Othemisc  it  would  be  a 
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new  term  of  communion  to  require  men  to  receive  in  a  church, 
or  in  levencd  bread,  or  in  a  morning,  or  on  any  other  day 
besides  the  passovur,  or  in  wine  not  mixed  with  water;  for 
all  these  circumstances  differ  from  our  Saviour's  practice  at 
tfae  first  iDstitution  j  yet  they  are  enjoined  by  the  French 
wd  all  other  Protestant  Churches;  and  no  one  can  commu- 
nicate with  them  that  will  not  comply  with  these  injurrctions. 
Bet  will  any  one  say,  all  these  are  new  terms  of  commu-' 
uon,  or  that  they  contradict  Christ's  appointed  terms,  ot 
deprive  Christ's  members  of  their  right,  or  schismatically 
taar  the  Church,  or  that  they  are  an  usurpation  upon  men's 
tsith,  or  drive  conscience  and  obedience  out  of  the  world ; 
»heo  they  are  only  the  determination  of  indilfcrent  circura- 
■taoces,  which  arc  left  to  the  liberty  of  every  Church  1 

If  this  be  a  good  answer  and  apolog-y  for  the  French 
Church,  which  enjoins  standing,  it  will  hold  as  well  for  the 
Clturch  of  England,  which  enjoins  kneeling;  since  their 
case  u  \he  same,  and  they  mns!  both  stand  or  fall  together. 

Bat  what,  if  after  all,  our  Saviour  celebrated  the  eucharist 
ftflithtii  sitting,  nor  kneeling,  nor  standing,  but  in  a  diiTcrent 
posture  from  all  these  ;  to  wit,  lying  along  at  table  1  What 
then  becomes  of  the  argument  from  Christ's  example  ]  Does 
it  Dot  affect  the  dissenters,  as  much  as  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ?  And  are  not  they  concerned  to  answer  their  own  ar- 
goment  as  well  as  we  ?  For  if  this  be  true,  that  Christ  cele- 
brated lying  along,  then  sitting  is  as  much  a  deviation  from 
that  posture,  as  standin'!'  or  kneeling  is.  If  they  ask  how 
it  appears,  that  Christ  celebrated  lying  along,  rather  than 
sitting-?  I  refer  them  to  those  French  authors  who  undertake 
to  prove  it  against  Cardinal  Perron,  and  such  other  popish 
miters,  that  say  our  Saviour  celebrated  sitting,  and  that  sit- 
ting is  a  posture  of  adoration. 

Monsieur  Daille  says,  "  it  is  a  thing  confessed  among 
learned  men,  and  evidently  proved  by  the  Gospels,  that  the 
Apoatles,  at  the  time  when  they  received  the  eucharist  with 
oar  Sftviour,  did  not  sit,  but  lie  along  upon  beds  as  the  cus- 
tom then  was."  Aposlolos,  quo  tempore  eucharisiiam 
mmpserun/,  rum  sedisse,  sed  in  lectis  de  saculi  iUius  more, 
ttwiiaupifios  Teeubnisse,  if  Evangelia  apertissime  doceni,  $ 


140  THE  FftENCH   CHURCU*S  APOLOGY 


omn§g  erudHi  canfiieniur.    Dall.  de  Culla  Relig.  lib.  2.  c. 
p.  227.. 

The  same  is  asserted  by  Chamier>*  RiTet,  and  other  wri- 
ters of  the  French  Church  ;  who  upon  their  principleB,  con- 
sonant to  those  of  the  Church  of  Enghmd,  do  rationally 
account  for  their  Churches  practice  in  using  a  different  pos- 
ture: because  they  say  well,  that  the  posture  of  receiving 
is  to  be  reckoned  among  the  indifferent  circnmstancea  of  the 
acfion,  and  not  among  those  things  which  are  of  nectesMiy 
prescription  or  observation  ;  and  therefore  every  Churoh  has 
power  to  appoint  what  posture  she  thinks  fit  in  her  own  dis- 
cretion. But  Dissenters  cannot  thus  account  for  theb  prao* 
tice  upon  their  principles :  for  if  it  be  a  necessary  rale,  as 
they  say  it  is,  to  receive  in  the  same  posture  which  oar  Sa- 
viour used;  and  that  be  true  which  the  French  writers 
maintain,  that  he  used  not  sitting,  but  lying  along;  then 
their  practice  contradicts  their  own  rule,  and  they  condemn 
themselves  in.  going  contrary  to  the  example  of  Christ,  * 
whilst  they  think  themselves  obliged  to  follow  it  And  this 
is  a  further  proof,  that  in  thjs  whole  matter  they  differ  as 
mudi  both  in  principles  and  practice  from  the  French 
Church,  as  they  do  from  the  Church  of  England. 


CHAP.  XIV. 

That  the  French  Church  thinks  it  lawful  to  oblige  all 
Members  of  the  Church  to  frequent  Communion  under 
Pain  of  Excommunication. 

The  Rubrick  at  the  end  of  the  communion-office  requires 
every  parishioner  to  communicate  at  least  three  times  in 
the  year,  of  which  Easter  shall  be  one.    *'  And  .the  112th 

^ 

♦  Cbamier  Panstrat.  torn.  iv.  de  Eacbar.  lib.  ▼!.  c.  8.  n.  11.    It.  lib.  tU« 
c.  16.  n.  18.  cited  before  in  tbis  ebapter. 

Rifet  Synop.  Pur.  Theol.  Disp.  46.  n.  12.     Non  sedenles,   sed  accvm- 
bentes,  &c 


WOtL  THB  OHimOH   OP  BMCfLAMD.  141 

CSadou  ei^ohiB  the  mnuBteT,  chnroh-wardent,  qoeet-men  and 
anistanti  of  every  parish  church  and  chapel,  yearly  within 
iMty  days  after  Easter,  to  exhibit  to  the  bishop  or  his 
diaiioeUor  the  names  and  somames  of  all  the  parishioners, 
•a -well  men  as  women,  who  bebg*  of  the  age  of  sixteen 
,  feoeived  not  the  communion  at  Easter  before.'^ 
lb.  Baxter  has  ten  reasons  against  this,  which  I  shall 
here  repeat,  but  only  observe  by  the  by,  with  the 
isamed  Dr.   Falkner,    how  nonconformity  hath   run   its 
ihangM  at  such  a  Tariance,  as  if  both  the  extremes  were  to 
ba  preferred  to  the  middle  way.    Mr.  Baxter  thmks  the 
Chiifch  has  done  too  much  in  directing  men  to  communi- 
Mts^    afid  ordering  the  minister   to  present  those  that 
Mglact  it.    But  both  Mr.  Cartwright,  the  chief  opposer  of 
fta  liturgy  in  Qneen  Elizabeth^s  time,  and  Didoclavius  the 
aalhorof  the  AUare  Damascenum,  who  was  the  most 
nolaiit  censurer  thereof  in  King  James's  time,   thought 
ttst  too  little  was  done  herein:  for  both  of  them  would 
live  aU,  who  are  in  the  Churches  communion,  forced  to 
nesive  ihe  Lord*s  supper  at  stated  times.    Mr.  Cartwright 
«u  for  inflicting  civil  punishments  on  refusers ;  and  both 
of  them  condemn  those  who  abstain  from  the  Lord's  table 
out  of  fear,  as  guilty  of  superstitioD,   and  say  they  ought 
iK>t  to  be  borne  with.     See  T.  C.  reply,  p.  117,  and  Altar. 
Damasc.  c.  10.  cited  by  Dr.  Falkner,  lib.  Eccles.  p.  209. 

One  might  possibly  give  many  other  such  instances  out 
of  the  writings  of  our  old  nonconformists :  but  my  business 
is  to  shew  the  sense  of  the  French  Church  in  this  matter. 
And  here  I  observe  first  of  all,  that  the  judgment  of  Beza 
was  entirely  conformable  to  the  rule  of  the  Church  of 
England:  for  in  his  73d  Epistle,  p.  330,  he  gives  this 
advice  to  a  certain  magistrate,  "  That  he  should  enjoin  all 
men  professing  the  same  religion  with  himself,  to  frequent 
die  Lord's  Supper,  and  they  that  should  neglect  it,  should 
be  called  before  the  consistory,  to  answer  for  their  con- 
tempt'^  Their  Book  of  Discipline  has  a  Canon  to  the  same 
purpose,  cap.  xii.  art.  1 1 .  where  it  is  ordered,  ''  That  if  any 
oat  of  contempt  refuse  for  a  long  time  to  communicate,  they 
shall  be  cut  off  from  the  body  of  the  Church/'    And  what 
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tbqf  mean  by  cotUemfl,  we  may  lean  Iran  edier  Canons, 
whicih  speak  of  slated  commuDions  among'  ihem  fonr  times 
a  year.  Thus  the  14th  Canon  of  the  same  diapter:  **  At* 
though  it  hath  not  been  the  castom  to  adosinister  the  Loid*a 
Supper  m  the  greatest  part  of  our  churdies  more  than  fbar 
times  a  year,  yet  it  were  to  be  desired  that  it  might  bo 
oftoner ;  because  it  is  yery  profitable,  &o.,  and  Ae  example 
of  the  Primitive  Church  doUi  invite  us  to  it  Therefore  our 
National  Synods  shall  take  that  care  and  order  in  this  maih 
ter,  which  is  requisite  to  the  welfare  of  our  diurches.^' 

The  Synod  of  Paris,  1565,  Can.  29.  speaks  to  tfie  same 
purpose.  ''  Although  in  our  churches  the  Lord^s  Supper 
for  the  most  part  is  administered  only  four  times  a  year,  yet 
the  more  frequent  celebration  of  it  is  yery  desirable,  dn» 
reyerence  in  approaching  it  beiog*  always  obseryed,^*  fto. 

Here  we  see,  four  times  a  year  are  insisted  on  as  the  De- 
ceived custom  of  all  the  Churches,  and  more  frequent  cel^ 
bration  is  commended,  yet  not  precisely  enjoined :  but  fovr 
times  a  year  it  was  expected  every  member  should  oommu^ 
nicate»  else  he  was  deemed  guilty  of  a  contempt  of  their 
discipline,  and  accordingly  cepsured  by  the  consistoryof 
the  Church,  which  had  power  to  proeeed  even  to  excoouno^ 
nication.  This  is  something  more  than  our  Church  requires, 
both  as  to  times  and  punishment;    for  she  only  requires 
three  times  a  year,  and  says  nothing  of  excommunication, 
but  leaves  the  censure  and  manner  of  punishment  to  the 
bishop's  discretion.    However,  Mr.  Baxter  thinks  fit  to  say, 
**'  that  they  are  then  to  be  excommunicated  if  they  refuse, 
and  to  lie  in  gaol  till  they  die,*  when  taken  by  the  writ  de 
excommunicato  capiendo:'*'*  though  there  is  not  a  word  of 
this,  either  in  the  Rubrick  or  Canon.  And  yet  if  it  had  been 
so,  it  is  no  more  than  is  commonly  done  by  the  magistrates 
of  Geneva,  who  imprison  or  banish,  as  they  think  fit,  alt 
incorrigible  contemners  of  the  orders  of  the  Church. 

I  will  end  this  chapter  with  two  citations  out  of  Calvin. 
In  one  of  his  epistles,  he  tells  us,  he  laboured  hard  in  the 
beginning  of  the  reformation,  to  have  communions  brought 
to  once  a  month.  ^^  I  should  be  most  pleased,'^  says  he, ''  to 
have  a  monthly  conununion,  rather  than  have  the  people  in* 
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vite4  only  fimr  times  a  year,  as  bow  the  easlom  ia  among 
aa.  W)ien  I  fiiat  came  hither,  it  was  administerecl  only  three 
t^oiea  a  yeiiT  •  I  WM  for  a  oommuiiion  onoe  a  month ;  bat 
when  I  could  not  prevail,  I  thought  it  better  to  indulge  a 
Kttla  thepeople^s  infirmity,  than  to  obntend  over  much  about 
it  Nevertheless,  I  took  care  to  have  it  entered  upon  re- 
eoidy  that  this  was  an  evil  custom,  to  the  end  that  posterity 
■igfat  with  more  ease  and  liberty  correct  iV^  Resp.  de 
Qubuad.  Eccles.  Ritib.  p.  206,  520. 

Id  another  plaee  he  pleads  for  a  weekly  communion,  and 
11^  <*  It  waa  not  instituted  to  be  received  only  once  a  year, 
as  then  the  popish  custom  was ;  but  to  be  received  fre- 
ymitly,  in  memory  of  our  Saviour's  passion,  and  for  many 
d^wr  good  ends/'  which  he  there  recounts.  This  was  the 
pnedee  of  the  Apostolical  Church:  they  communicated 
OKe  a  week,  (Act.  ii.  42.  1  Cor.  zl  20.)  and  it  continue^ 
lofbrtopae  ages  after,  which  he  proves  from  many  aa- 
Mit  Canons,  as  those  called  the  Apostolical  Caiions, 
the  OouDcils  of  Antioch  and  Toledo,  and  the  writings 
of  St.  Austin  and  Chrysostom :  and  concludes,  *'  tl^tt 
Ike  eoatom  of  communicating  only  once  a  year  was  most 
eertainly  an  invention  of  the  devil's.  Sane  kcec  consuetu^o,^ 
fUf  semel  quotannis  communicare  jubet,  certissimum  est 
Haboli  inveniumJ*^    Calvin  Instit.  lib.  iv.  c.  xvii.  n.  44, 46. 

Can  we  think  now  Calvin  would  have  complained  of  the 
English  Kubrick,  for  enjoining  men  three  times  a  year  to 
communicate,  who  says,  **  the  enjoining  them  but  once  only 
was  the  deviPs  invention  V*  This  was  his  quarrel  with  the 
Church  of  Rome  for  enjoining  it  no  oftener  than  she  did: 
•ore  then  he  would  not  blame  the  Church  of  England  for 
prescribing  it  more  frequently.  He  himself  prescribed  it 
fimr  times  a  year,  and  would  have  enjoined  a  monthly  com- 
■onion,  but  was  overborne  in  it.  He  commends  the  ancient 
practice  of  commuuicating  weekly,  and  the  ancient  discip- 
line which  excommunicated  all  that  refused  it.  He  would 
have  the  ancient  practice  restored  again,  though  not  by  the 
ancient  discipline  ;  for  though  it  was  proper  for  those  times, 
yet  he  thinks  it  too  severe  for  the  present,  and  therefore 
would  have  men  invited  only,  not  compelled,  to  weekly 
communions.     AH  which  is  exactly  agreeable  to  the  sense 
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and  practioe  of  the  Church  of  England,  which  encoarages 
monthly  and  weekly  communions,  but  compels  none  to 
them :  she  only  requires  men's  attendance  three  times  a 
year,  upon  pain  of  ecclesiastical  censure. 


CHAP  XV. 

Thai  the  French  Church  uses  a  Farm  of  Wards  at  the  De- 
livery af  the  Sacrament,  and  obliges  every  Communicani 
to  receive  it  only  from  the  Hands  af  the  Minister. 

By  the  Kubrick  of  the  Church  of  England,  all  ministers  are  ^ 
enjoined  to  deliver  the  elements  to  every  communicant's 
hand,  and  to  use  a  certain  form  of  words,  *  the  body  of  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ,  &c.'  particularly  to  every  one  at  the  dis- 
tribution. Now  this  is  also  censured  by  some  as  a  thing  con* 
trary  to  the  practice  of  Christ :  nay,  they  say,  it  is  a  studying 
to  be  wiser  than  our  Master,  and  not  to  be  obedient  to  Him. 
An  heavy  charge  indeed,  if  it  were  really  true ! 

But  here  again  Calvin  and  Beza  express  their  dissent. 
Calvin  says,  ^^  men  ought  not  to  contend  about  such  matters 
as  these ;  whether  they  shall  take  the  elements  into  dieir 
own  hands,  or  not ;  whether  they  shall  divide  them  among 
themselves,  or  every  one  take  the  part  which  is  given  to 
them ;  whether  they  shall  return  the  cup  into  the  dea- 
con^s  hands,  or  give  it  to  their  next  neighbour ;  whether 
the  bread  shall  be  levened  or  unlevened;  the  wine 
red  or  white:  for  these  arc  indifferent  things,  and  left  to 
the  liberty  of  the  Church.     Calvin.  Instit  lib.  4.  c.  17.  n.  43 

Beza  speaks  much  to  the,  same  purpose 'in  his  second 
Epistle  to  du  Tillet.  "  It  is  probable,"  says  he, "  that  at  the 
first  supper  the  Apostles  received  the  cup  from  one  another, 
and  all  drank  of  the  same  cup.  But  what  then  ?  shall  we 
therefore  say  all  Churches  sin,  where  the  custom  is  not  to 
take  the  elements  from  one  another,  but  every  one  singly 
from  the  hands  of  the  minister  or  deacon  1  By  no  means : 
because,  though  we  are  commanded  to  receive,  yet  the 
manner  of  the  reception  is  not  precisely  enjoined. " 

They,  who  speak  thus,  could  not  think,  as  our  objectors 
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do,  that  the  practice  of  our  Church  was  so  contrary  to  the 
rale  of  Christ,  as  to  be  an  n<(  of  Hisohcdicncp,  and  a  stu- 
dying:  to  he  wiser  ihun  Him. 

But  the  enjoining  it  perhaps!  is  the  thing  they  most  scru- 
ple at,  as  conlrafy  to  the  example  of  Christ,  because  it  makes 
a  new  term  of  communion.  If  so,  the  Church  of  France  is 
bound  to  answer  it,  for  making  so  many  canons,  enjoining  all 
commuDicants  to  receive  only  from  the  hands  of  the  minister, 
(except  in  cases  of  absolute  necensity)  with  a  certain  form 
of  words  also  to  be  used  at  the  distribution  to  every  one. 
Their  Book  of  Discipline  has  two  canons  to  this  purpose, 
Cap.  12.  Art.  8  and  9.  The  Churches  shall  be  informed, 
"  That  it  belong-eth  only  unto  ministers  to  give  the  cup. 
And  this  they  may  do  with  the  accustomed  form  of 
words,  8cc." 

This  is  repeated  in  the  Synod  of  Muntaubnn,  cap.  4.  art. 
33.  Synod  of  Lyons,  1563.  cap  10.  Synod  of  Vertueil,  156T, 
cap.  8.  art,  9.  and  with  greater  strictness  in  the  Synod  of 
Gerg-eau,  ICOI.  Cap.  6.  Art.  7.  where  it  is  decreed,  "  That 
the  bread  and  cup  in  the  holy  eucharist  shall  be  distributed 
by  none  but  the  ministers  and  elders,  who  shall  with  their 
own  hands  put  them  into  the  handu  of  every  individual 
oommunicant." 

The  Synod  of  St.  Maixant,  1609.  Cap.  G.  Art.  14.  speaks 
in  BH  peremptory  terms  as  may  be,  "  That  the  cup 
■hall  not  be  given  by  the  faithful,  one  to  another,  it  being 
contrary  to  an  express  canon  of  our  discipline ;  which 
ordereth  pastors,  if  possible,  to  deliver  it;  or  where  they 
eaooot,  the  elders  to  assist  the  pastors  in  populous 
diurches." 

Where  it  is  to  be  noted  that  elders  are  to  have  no 
hand  id  it  but  only  in  cases  of  absolute  necessity,  which  is 
»  for  insisted  on,  that  in  another  canon  they  condemned 
one  Royer,  who  wrote  a  book  to  prove  it  lawful  for  elders 
ordinarily  to  give  the  cup  iu  the  sacrament,  and  recite  the 
words  of  institution  at  the  delivery  of  it.  The  censure  is 
B  &•««  words :  "  This  Synod  having  already  determined 
vtet  ahould  be  done  herein,  by  an  express  canon  inserted 
into  our  discipline ;  in  which  nothing  shall  be  changed, 
tor  wfaaterer  difficulties  may  arise  about  the  delivery  of  the 

VOL.  mi.  L 
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cup,  it  cannot  by  any  means  approve  of  the  said  Royer»  &c. 
But  our  advice  is,  that  forasmuch  as  pastors  in  populous 
churches  cannot  without  excessive  toil  deliver  the  cup  to 
every  individual  communicant,  they  may  use  the  help  of 
elders,  but  yet  enjoin  them  silence,  and  the  pastors  only 
shall  speak  when  the  sacred  elements  are  distributed,  that 
so  it  may  be  generally  and  manifestly  known,  that  the 
administration  of  the  sacraments  is  wholly  appropriated  to 
the  pastoral  office.''     Synod  of  St  Maixant,  Cap.  8.  Art.  8d. 

The  non-conformity  of  some  pastors  and  churches  gave 
them  still  fresh  occasion  to  repeat  this  injunction.  There- 
fore in  the  Synod  of  Alez.  1620.  they  reinforced  their  disci- 
pline with  this  Canon :  "  In  all  provinces  pastors  shall  be 
obliged  to  administer  the  cup,  as  well  as  Uie  bread,  unto 
every  individual  communicant,  without  distinction  of  persons. 
And  also  they  shall  use  meet  words  in  the  administration  of 
both  the  elements,  to  quicken  the  hearts  and  spirits  of  the 
communicants  at  the  Lord's  table.  And  express  order  is 
given  to  all  Provincial  Synods,  to  take  s(»ecial  care  thai 
pastors  do  not  in  the  least  transgress  this  canon."  Capu 
5.  Art.  14. 

The  Church  of  Montauban  made  a  remonstrance  against 
this,  and  pleaded,  that  it  had  been  an  ancient  custom  with 
them  for  elders  to  deliver  the  cup,  and  therefore  they  desired 
license  to  continue  their  ancient  practice.  But  the  Synod 
refused,  and  peremptorily  commanded  all  pastors  without 
exception,  to  conform  to  the  established  order.  Synod  of 
Alez.    Cap.  14.  Art.  37. 

The  two  following  Synods  of  Charenton  and  Castrea 
reinforced  the  said  decree,  '^  Expressly  enjoining  all  the 
Churches  to  observe  most  uniformly  the  canon  of  the  Synod 
of  Alez:  see  the  Synod  of  Charenton,  1623.  Cap.  6.  Ajrt.  3w 
and  Castres  1626.  Cap.  14.  Art.  5. 

And  whereas  in  the  next  Synod  of  Charenton  1681. 
a  complaint  was  made  against  the  Churches  of  Ni/smes  and 
Montpellier,  for  non-execution  of  the  canon  of  Alex,  about 
delivering  the  cup  at  the  Liord's  table  by  pastors  only ; 
that  Synod  judged  the  province  of  lower  Languedoo  to 
have  incurred  a  censure  for  their  overmuch  indulgence  to 
those  Churchea  :  and  it  highly  censured  the  consistories  of 
those  Churches  also,  and  enjoined  them  for  the  future  to 


follow  the  practice  of  the  other  ChurcheB  of  the  tingdom,  od 
pain  of  being-  prosecuted  with  all  er«Iusiastical  censures." 
See  the  second  Synod  of  Charenton,  Cap,  19.  Art.  28. 

The  Church  of  Nismcs  not  conforming  for  all  this, 
another  decree  passed  in  ilie  following  Synod  of  Alanson, 
1637.  Cap.  8.  Art 4.  enjoiningthemto  submit,  and  "  conform 
themnelvcB  to  the  canon  of  their  discipline,  which  orders  all 
ChuTchex  to  be  informed,  that  it  belongeth  to  ministers 
only  to  administer  the  cap,  and  this  for  the  avoiding  many 
evil  consequences." 

These  canons  I  presume  will  be  owned  to  run  full  in  aa 
high  and  peremptory  terms,  as  the  Rubrick  of  the  Church  of 
£!&j|'lu>d,  wliioh  eajdins  the  iiunist«r  to  delirer  the  deoMtrti 
toerery  oomDmiucant'B  band,  aod um a f<Hin  of  wor&  ptr- 
tieolarl;  to  tntrj  one  at  ^9  (JiMrftgitioii  of  them.  Oar  di»- 
— tora  MtU  thia  on  act  of  ^sobedience  to  CSuriat,  awi  a 
Madymg.to.h»'  wmm  itmm  mt  BsiiUr:.  Jbp4-th«fiMi«k 
SjDoda  My,  many  evd  ooaMqwano**!  would  attend  ihe 
ooaMnr  praotiq*,  aai  theee|bre  they  tuuveraal^  and  terer^y 
ptAlbtt  tt,  jttd  ifObJeot  tl)etiaa^n«toor^to«Ueoi4a^a4«t- 
««Ieeiuarea.  ,  >  I* 

I  hare  one  thing  more  to  add  upon  thia  bead,  Aai 
wher«as  lay-elders  in  the  Church  of  Geneva,  were  woni 
sometimes  to  assist  the  pftstors  in  the  delivery  of  the  oup; 
in  the  year  1623,  "  The  pastors  of  the  Church  and  profes- 
sors of  the  University,  sent  letters  to  the  National  Synod  of 
Chareoton,  tellhig  them,  that  t)ow  they  had  resolved  for  the 
fatnre  that  it  should  be  done  by  ithe  pastors  only."  Synod 
of  €3ureoton,  162S..Cap.  5. 

And  long  before  diis  they  had  declared  their  wilfingness 
to  comply  with  this  cnstom.  For  in  the  National  Syaod  of 
Lyons,  1563,  the  brethren  of  Geneva  being  demanded, 
whetfaer  at  the  Lord^s  table  pastors  only  sboQld  distribnte 
the  bread  and  wine  to  Uie  people  f  they  gave  this  answer, 
"  That  it  were  certainly  best,  if  it  might  be  conveniently 
done  at  all  times ;  bat  where  it  would  be  impracticable  and 
too  great  a  burden  for  the  pastor,  as  it  woirld  be  in  some 
(Jiurcbes,  there  the  elders  and  deacons  might  come  in  to  his 
assistance  and  distribnte  die  elements  nnto  those  who  were 
mon  reiaote  bma  him."    Sypod  of  Lyons,  1963.  p.  53. 


1^ 


IdO  THE  fBBHCH  CHOIOB  S   AFOLO0T 


^  This,  ke  says,  wat  Duuri's  oienuiig'y  when  lie  wrote  of 
the  Plmee  of  the  GreciaiiB,  and  PeraiaiM,  and  Midiael  Ae 
Prince  of  the  people  of  God,  Dan.  la  13,  and  UL  1.  PM. 
Ibrt  Loc.  Com.  par.  1.  c.  12.  n.  W,  21. 

8o  that  in  hia  opinion,  the  Prince  of  Greda,  andthePrinee 
of  Persia  are  of  the  same  order  with  Hidiaei  die  Prince  of 
the  people  of  €rod. 

And  that  shews,  that  he  did  not  belicTe  Miciiad  to  be 
Christ  nor  the  only  Ardiangel  that  b  meotioQedin  Sertplnre. 


CHAP.  XVII. 

Of  ike  Use  of  ike  Sign  of  the  Crass  in  BapHsm,  kom  fiar 

jnsHJUd  iy  the  French  ChmreL 

The  next  particolar  office  that  is  found  fank  with  is  the 
office  of  baptism,  against  which  nonconfivmists  have  scTeial 
exceptions.  That,  which  has  made  the  most  noise,  with  die 
least  reason,  is  the  mbrick,  which  enjoins  the  minister  to 
sign  the  child  after  baptism  with  the  sign  of  die  orosiL 
Some  say  it  is  saperstitioOy  others  that  it  is  popery :  but 
Mr.  Baxter  has  two  new  charges  against  it,  first,  ne  says,  it 
is  inventing  a  new  sacrament,  and  2dlyy  it  alters  the  term 
of  Christ^s  covenant,  and  directly  contradicts  the  fbndamen- 
tal  law  of  Christianity.    Eng.  Nonconform.  Cap.  13. 

Let  ns  hear  the  judgment  of  the  Frendi  Church,  whether 
that  be  so  severe  as  this.  They  neither  enjoin  this  cere- 
mony nor  use  it,  I  own,  but  neither  do  they  condemn  it  as 
superstitions,  or  simply  unlawful,  nor  give  our  Chnrdi 
those  hard  names  for  enjoining  it  as  Mr.  Baxter  and  some 
others  do. 

Beza  was  not  for  the  enjoining  it,  yet  he  gives  this  advice 
to  the  brethren  of  England,  that  wrote  to  him  about  this  and 
many  other  ceremonies,  *^  That  forasmuch  as  they  were 
not  idolatrous  in  themselves,  it  was  not  fit  that  ministers 
should  leave  their  office,  or  people  forsake  the  communion 
becanse  of  it.     Beza  Epist.  12.  p.  107,  and  109. 


FOR  THE  CHURCH  OF  ENOLANI)  161 

In  another  place  be  says,  "  I  know  that  some  Churches 
(meHnin^  the  English  and  Lutheran)  renounciDg-  the  ado- 
ratio  d  of  the  cross,  do  still  retain  the  use  of  this  sign: 
ulaniur  igitur  ipsi,  sicuii  par  est,  sua  Liberlale  ;  let  them 
therefore  use  their  own  liberty  as  it  is  meet  they  should ; 
we  in  the  French  Churches  for  sundry  reasons  do  not  permit 
it  to  be  used.  Beza  Cont.  Baldwin  cited  by  Mr.  Sprint  in 
his  Cassander  Angllcus  p.  249. 

This  is  spoken  candidly  with  a  just  moderation  and  tem- 
per: every  Church  may  use  her  own  liberty  in  this  matter 
and  therefore  as  the  Church  of  England  does  not  condemn 
llie  French  for  not  retaining  this  ceremony,  so  neither  does 
theFrench  condemn  the  English  for  retaining  it.  For  they 
are  both  agreed  that  it  is  not  in  itself  unlawful, 

Peter  MartyT  says,  "  The  sign  of  the  cross  is  worn  by 
kings  upon  their  crowns  without  superstition,  because  by 
that  sign  they  only  profess  and  declare,  tha  they  reverence 
and  maintain  the  Christian  religion.  And  if  it  be  lawful 
for  a  man  to  bear  the  coat  of  arms  belonging  to  his  family, 
it  w  lawful  also  to  profess  ourseWes  Christians  by  the  sign 
olthe  cross"  .Loc.  Com.  port,  2,  c.  5.  n.  20. 

What  does  the  Church  of  England  more  than  this,  when 
■he  uses  this  sig'n  only  as  a  token  of  professing  the  Chris- 
Ikn  religion,  that  we  are  not  aSbamed  to  own  the  faith  of 
Christ  crucified,  &c.  ?  May  we  not  as  innocently  use  this 
ligD  in  baptism,  as  a  prince  wear  it  on  his  crown.  Id  tokeQ 
(hat  he  reverences  and  maintains  the  Christian  religion  ?  A 
diapoting  head,  I  confess  may  work  a  new  sacrament  out  of 
Mtfaer ;  bat  Peter  Martyr  was  not  so  quick  sighted  as  to 
dacern  any  such  mystery  in  them. 

Nor  surely  did  the  National  Synod  of  St.  Matxant  see 
nnr  harm  in  it,  when  tbey  resolved,  "  That  protestant 
uidiers,  to  receive  the  relief  granted  by  his  Majesty,  unto 
tbose  who  had  been  maimed  in  his  servive,  might'wear  the 
<m)SB  on  their  cloaks,  not  as  a  badge  of  superstition,  but  aa 
a  nark  and  cognizance  of  their  afflicted  condition,  and  that 
they  should  not  therefore  be  excluded  from  the  communion 
at  the  Lord's  table."  Synod  of  St.  Mtuxant  1609.  Cap.  6. 
Art.  11. 
But  it  may  be  said,  that  though  the  French  Chnrdi 
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allow  it  to^e  lawful,  yet  they  did  not  like  the  imposing  it. 
Suppose  they  did  not :  what  follows  from  thence  ?    That 
therefore  to  impose  it  was  to  make  a  new  sacrament,  and 
alter  the  terms  of  Christ^s  covenant,  and  destroy  the  fand»* 
mental  law  of  Christianity,  as  Mr.  Baxter  words  it  1    No 
such  thing ;  for  how  then  could  Beza  persuade  ministers  to^ 
comply  with  it,  if  it  was  so  manifestly  repugnant  to  the  Chris- 
tian religion  ?    Would  he  have  exhorted  both  pastors  and 
people  to  have  submitted  to  it,  had  he  thought  it  a  new 
sacrament,  or  that  it  altered  the  terms  of  the  covenant  of 
God  1  Beza  knew  too  well,  that  the  enjoining  some  indifferent 
circumstance  or  ceremony  was  not  to  alter  the  terms  of  the 
covenant :  otherwise  the  French  Church  had  been  as  g^oil^ 
as  any  other.    For  though  they  do  not  enjoin  the  sign  of 
the  cross  in  baptism,  yet  they  do  some  other  things,  whidi 
Christ  has  no  more  commanded  than  the  sign  of  the  cross. 
At  Geneva  it  is  enacted  by  a  law,  for  some  reasons  of 
state,  that  no  minister  shall  baptize  a  child  with  the  name  of 
Balthasar.*    And  though  this  sometimes  occasiqps  troubles 
and  tumults,  yet  the  ministers  are  bound  precisely  to  observe 
it,  as  Beza  himself  informs  us  in  the  life  of  Calvin.    **  In 
QervoBii  temph  iumttltum  nan  parvum  eo  prmtextuexeUa^ 
runff  quod  Minister  infanti  ad  baptismun  oblaio,  inder$ 
Balthasaris  namen,   qvumiam  id   dxserte  leges  scriptm  ok 
certam  causam  prohibebant^  recusareC'    Beza  Vit.  Calvin 
p.  84. 

In  the  other  Churches  of  France  ministers  are  enjoined  by 
canon  not  to  baptize  any  child  with  any  name  that  is 
ascribed  to  God  in  Scripture,  as  Immanuel,  and  others  of 
the  like  nature.  So  their  Book  of  Discipline.  Cap.  1 1.  Art  14. 

And  the  Synod  of  Orleans,  1562.  Cap.  2.  Art  21.  saj's 
expressly ;  '^  Ministers  shall  reject  the  names  of  old  paganism, 
nor  shall  they  give  unto  infants  such  names  as  are  attrSw* 
ted  to  God ;  nor  names-  of  office,  such  as  Baptist,  Angel, 
Archangel.''  See  also  the  Synod  of  Nismes,  1572,  Cap.  2L 
Art.  3.  Synod  of  Figeac,  1579.  Cap.  2.  Art.  4.  Synod  of 
Vitre,  1583.  Cap.  3. 


*  The  reaaoo  of  prohibitiug  this  name,  1  couceive,  was  only  because 
Balihasar  Padmontaaus  was  the  ring-leader  of  the  Anabaptists. 


They  are  further  oblig:ed  not  to  boptize  any  children  bid 
npoQ  a  sermoD-doy.  The  Synod  of  TonneiDS,  1614.  Cap.  6. 
Art.  7.  "  It  shall  not  be  lawful  to  celebrate  baptisin,  udIchb 
there  be  &  sermon  either  before  or  after."  The  same  was 
decreed  in  the  Synod  of  St.  Maixant,  1609.  Cap.  3.  Art.  10. 
and  the  Synod  of  Privus,  1612.  Cap.  6,  Art.  7. 

Now  the  question  to  be  asked  upon  all  this  is,  whether 
any  of  these  thini^B  he  conditions  of  baptism  enjoined  by 
Cfaritit  ?  if  not ;  (for  no  one,  I  presume  will  say  they  are,) 
then  by  vrhal  authority  does  the  Church  of  France  enjoin 
ibem  ?  Why  must  no  child  be  ba|ittzed  but  on  a.  sermon- 
diy?  Why  not  with  an  heathen  name,  or  the  name  of  Bal- 
Ibasar,  or  Immanuel,  or  Baptist,  or  Angel,  &c?  Hath  Christ 
nadeany  of  these  things  conditions  of  baptism'!  No,  hut 
It  Mr.  Baxter's  rate  of  arguing,  the  French  canons  do.  For 
Ihey  Bay  no  one  shall  be  baptized,  unless  the  parents  will 
bft  agree  not  to  call  him  by  the  name  of  Bnlthasar.  or 
Immanuel,  or  Baptist,  &c,  Now  what  if  the  parents  insist 
■pon  it  and  require  the  child  to  be  named  so,  and  plead  as 
Hr.  Baxter  does,  lliat  Christ  required  none  of  these  condi- 
tions, and  therefore  if  the  ministers  refuse  to  baptize,  they 
are  guilty  of  altering  the  terms  of  Christ's  covenant  and 
Manosent :  would  thia  charge  at  all  affect  the  Church  of 
Asnos  t  If  Dot,  how  comes  it  moretoaffecttheChurchof 
fik|^Dd,  which  only  requires  submisuon  to  her  injunction  in 
dm  nme  noanner  aa  the  Church  of  France  does  to  herat 
*'-isdge  not  according  to  appearance,  but  judge  rig^teouB 
wbient ;"  exoose  the  one,  or  coudemn  both. 
^'(^'it  be  said,  that  the  French  canons  do  not  deprive 
w^.of  bapltsm:  I  answer,  they  do  as  much  as  the  Chardi 
of  England  does,  supposing  men  to  be  so  w^e  or 
■opw^tious,  as  to  think  them  an  encroachment  upon  thur 
Christian  liberty,  and  an  altering  the  terms  of  Christ's  co- 
vowDt ;  for  whilst  they  are  under  that  prejudice,  they  will 
diink  it  unlawful  to  comply  with  them,  and  that  they  are 
obliged  to  shew  their  Christian  liberty  by  standing  stiff 
against  them ;  in  which  case  they  can  have  no  baptism, 
nnleBfl  the  canons  are  transgressed,  or  else  give  way  to 
their  weakness  or  stubborDnesB,  call  it  what  you  will :  so 
that  the  case  is  the  same  in  both  Churches,  only  the  one 
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hall  be^d  iQ  happy  as  scarce  ever  to  have  met  with  an} 
oppositidD  upon  such  poiDts,  whilst  the  other  has  felt  thi 
sad  effects  of  inveterate  prejudice  to  her.  great  sorrow  ami 
distraction. 

But  then  experience,  you  will  say,  should  make  men  wise 
and  teach  them  at  last  to  take  this  stumbling  block  out  ol 
the  wiEty,  and  leave  every  one  at  liberty  whether  he  wcnld 
use  the  cross  or  not.  I  answer  this  belongs  to  oonvocatioBi 
and  Synods,  and  not  to  private  men  to  alter.  The  Freodi 
Church  saw  reason  to  alter  one  of  the  forementiosed 
constitutions.  For  the  Synod  of  Castres,  162&  Cap,  85. 
Art  .15.  does  not  confine  men  to  baptize  only  on  sermon-dayi^ 
but  allows,  baptism  to  be  celebrated  **  on  any  day  wlM 
common  prayer  is  said  without  sermon.^  And  it  was  finalljf 
determined  by  the  following  Synod  of  Charenton,  1BS1« 
Cap.  19.  Art.  22.  ''  That  every  Church  should  be  left  to  Aeti 
own  usage  and  custom,  to  baptize  with  or  without  a  semici 
as  they  thought  convenient"'  But  so  long  as  the  fonMr 
constitution  continued  in  force,  private  men  were  not  lit 
contemn,  bu  tpay  a  due  respect  and  obedience  to  it  Attd 
that  is  our  case  here  in  England.  When  the  wisdom  d 
our  superiors  shall  think  it  expedient  to  make  any  altemtm 
in  this  matter ;  ministers  may  baptize  with,  or  virithoal  As 
cross,  as  now  is  done  in  private  baptism:  but  till  thei 
rubricks  must  be  their  rule,  and  not  humour  or  fanqr* 
Meanwhile  dissenters  have  been  often  told,  that  if  takiiig 
away  the  cross,  or  leaving  it  at  liberty,  would  curcf  the 
schism,  the  Church  of  England  could  as  easily  dispilMC 
with  it,  as  the  French  Church  does  with  a  sermon,  and  gc 
many  steps  further  for  the  sake  of  peace  and  union,*  H 
such  conditions  would  procure  it 


«  Bee  Dr.  8tilliogfleet*s  preface  to  Unreasonableness  of  Beparation,  p. 
89.    And  Dr.  Sherlock's  defend^,  p.  19. 


J  the  Saving  Regeneration  of  Infants,  that  it  is  a  Doctrint 
of  the  French  Church,  as  much  as  of  the  Church  Of 
England. 

The  next  thing  that  is  scrupled  in  the  office  of  baptism  i« 
le  Tubrick  at  the  end  of  it,  which  says,  "  It  is  certain  by 
rod's  word,  that  children  which  are  baptized,  dying  before 
ley  commit  actual  sin,  are  undoubtedly  saved."  Mr.  Baxtei 
'M>  offended  with  this,  that  he  says,  were  there  but  ibis 
ne  tfain^,  it  nould  oblige  them  to  nonconformity,  whatever 
ley  suffer  for  it.     Case  of  English  Nonconformists,  Cap,  9, 

Sure  there  must  be  some  extraordinary  evil  in  it  then, 
'hich  makes  it  so  frightful :  yes,  he  says,  it  is  a  new 
rtieie  of  failb,  EUid  a  dangerous  adding  to  the  word  of  God 
nd  a  doctrine  never  heard  of  till  the  hist  alteration  of  the 
itnrgy.  All  which  is  abundantly  proved  to  be  false  by  Dr. 
'alkner  in  his  Libertas  Rccleslaslica  pag.  230,  &e,  whither 

refer  the  reader  for  satisfaction.  All,  I  am  here  concerned 
)  shew,  is,  that  this  rubrick  is  agreeable  to  the  doctrine  of 
4e  French  Church.  Wliich  will  appear  if  w©  compare  it 
ntb  the  35th  article  of  their  confession,  which  says,  "  That 
>aptism  is  administrcd  to  us  to  testify  our  adoption,  because 
y  it  wc  are  ingraffed  into  the  body  of  Christ,  washed  by  his 
lood,  and  renewed  by  his  spirit  unto  holiness  of  life."  Now 
re  not  those,  who  ate  washed  by  the  blood  of  Christ  and 
newed  by  his  spirit,  truly  regenerated,  and  undoubtedly 
ned,  if  they  commit  no  actual  sin  to  reverse  and 
«iteet  the  benefit  of  their  baptism  ?  How  comes  the 
Jhorch  of  England  then  to  be  charged  with  making  a  new 
rticle  of  faith  1  Why,  because  it  is  not  certain  by  God's 
rord  that  all  children  that  are  baptized,  are  saved :  partiou- 
irly  not  the  children  of  infidels  and  heathens,  though  they 
hould  be  baptized.  And  does  the  Church  of  England  say 
his  ?  No,  but  Mr.  Baxter  says  she  means  so,  and  that  is 
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enough  to  charge  her  with  makiDg  a  Dew  article  of  faith. 
Bat  why  may  not  the  Church  of  France  mean  so  too,  seeing 
her  woMs  are  as  indefinite  and  without  exception  ?  No,  that 
would  spoil  another  charge  of  Mr.  Baxter^s,  who  says,  the 
Church  of  England  presumptuously  condemns  the  refdrmed 
Churches  and  the  Christian  world.  So  that  in  short,  here 
is  no  controversy  upon  this  point,  unless  we  will  allow  Mr. 
Baxter  the  liberty  of  fixing  what  sense  he  pleases  upon 
words,  and  let  him  partially  load  the  Church  of  Engluid, 
and  excuse  the  French  and  other  reformed  Churches,  when 
yet  they  all  speak  and  mean  the  same  thing,  which  is  no 
more  than  this ;  that  all  children  who  have  a  just  right  to 
baptism,  and  are  truly  qualified  for  it,  and  are  lawfully  and 
duly  baptized,  are  thereby  put  into  a  salvable  condition,  in 
which  if  they  die  without  committing  actual  sin,  they  will 
certainly  be  saved.  And  if  this  be  not  truth,  the  whole  doc- 
trine of  infant  baptism  must  be  false  and  to  no  purpose,  and 
it  is  in  vain  to  dispute  with  Pelagians  and  Anabaptists  any 
longer  about  it. 

But  what  if  the  Church  of  England  had  said,  that  all  chil^ 
dren  that  were  baptized  were  undoubtedly  saved,  &c« 
ought  not  this  in  reason  by  every  candid  interpreter  to  be 
construed  of  children  only  that  had  a  true  right  to  baptism^ 
that  is,  of  children  of  believing  parents,  and  not  of  Turks 
and  infidels,  as  Mr.  Baxter  will  needs  understand  it  ?  And 
then  what  is  it  more  than  is  said  by  other  Churches  1  Calvin 
and  Beza  were  for  the  salvation  of  all  infants  baptized,  if  Rivet 
rightly  understood  their  doctrine :  for  he  says  in  answer  to 
a  jesuist,  that  it  is  most  false,  that  Calvin  and  Beza  ever 
said,  that  some  baptized  infants  are  damned,  dying  in  their 
infancy  before  they  commit  any  actual  sin. 

Rivet.  Cathol.  Orthod.  tract.  3.  Q.  3.  sect.  6.  Fahissi- 
mum  est  eos  unquam  dixisse,  quosdam  infantes  jam  bapti- 
zatos  damnariy  si  in  infantia  moriuntur,  atitequam  peccaia 
actualia  sine  p^enitentid  commiserint. 

And  Peter  Martyr^s  words  are  as  general  as  those  of  our 
rubrick,  that  children  dying  with  baptism  are  saved,  which 
he  proves  by  Scripture-Arguments,  though  Mr.  Baxter  says 
there  is  no  Spripture  for  it.  Pet.  Mart  Lou.  com.  part.  4 
Cap.  8.  n.  19. 

But  I  have  a  greater  authority  to  urge  than  either  Calvin 


o(  Beza,  which  is  the  authority  of  a  National  Synod  held  at 
CharenloD,  1623.  Cap.  20.  Art,  1 7.  where  tlicy  nay.  "  thai  th« 
word  of  God  lestifielh,  that  the  childreu  of  belLevnnnrfl  holy 
throug-h  the  siogular  benefit  of  the  covenant  vt  ^nice,  iK 
irbich  they  are  included  with  their  parents :  Ihurvforn  fmhem 
and  moibeTB  fearing  God  should  nut  doubt  of  their  chililrun'a 
election  and  salvation,  Hbom  God  takva  upon  bimaelf  in 
their  infancy."  Notv  if  even  the  unbaptized  children  of  iIm 
faithful  are  saved,  much  more  the  baptizt^d. 

And  it  is  to  be  observed  that  this  was  one  of  those  canons^ 
which  were  made  to  explain  tlie  decrees  of  the  Synod  of 
Dort,  which  every  French  minister  f^ubscrihes,  and  swears 
lo  believe  and  maintain:  so  that  after  nil  Mr,  Unxter't 
declamations  and  invectives  ag;ainst  tlie  English  Rubriok,  it 
^leserves  them  no  more  than  this  French  canon,  or  the  Synod 
of  Dort ;  since  it  spenks  only  of  the  children  of  believers^ 
who  have  a  right  to  baptism,  and  no  olbers.  And  thui 
leads  us  to  another  controversy  ruised  by  Mr.  Baxter,  con- 
cerning  those  who  have  right  to  baptism  by  tlie  rules  of  tha 
Church  of  England,  which  sbnti  be  the  subject  of  thai 
following  chapter. 


TXai  ike  Church  of  Engtand  admitt  of  noiu  to  be  baptixed 
bui  vhai  are  aUoaed  Baptism  in  the  French  Church. 

Mr.  Baxtei  in  his  34t1i  chap,  of  Engl.  Nonconforinity  Uyt 
it  'to  the  cliarge  of  the  Churcb,  that  she  obliges  all 
her  nunistera  under  p&in  of  suBpenuon,  to  bapUze  the 
childreD  of  atheists,  Jews,  infidels,  heretics,  blasphemers, 
or  any  other  that  are  brooght  lo  church  to  them.  The  only 
ground  of  ^is  charge  are  the  words  of  the  estb  Csnon^ 
which  are  these,  "  No  minister  shall  refuse  or  delay  to 
christen  any  child,  according  to  the  form  of  the  Book  of 
ConuBoo-prayer,  that  is  brought  to  (he  church  lo  bim  upon 


168  TUB  FRBNOH  OHUROH's  APOLOOT 

Sundays  or  holy-days  to  be  christened ;  vvhenee  he  infera, 
that  no  minister  may  refuse  to  baptize  the  children  of  Jews 
or  infidels,  or  so  much  as  enquire  whether  the  gtxlfothera 
be  Christians^  Jews,  or  infidels^  because  it  is  8aid>  he  mual 
baptisie  them  without  delay. 

I  could  hardly  have  thought  it  possible  for  any  man  to 
have  put  such  a  perverse  interpretation  upon  the  worda  of 
an  innocent  canon.  But  this  is  Mr.  Baxter's  ordinary  way  of 
disputing,  to  strain  words  to  an  unnatural  sense,  aiid  then 
fight  against  his  own  chimeras.  Who  besides  him  woold 
have  thought  or  said,  that  the  children  of  Jews  and  infidels* 
as  such,  were  comprised  in  this  canon,  when  it  is  so  plain 
that  it  speaks  only  of  such  as  have  a  just  right  to  christiaa 
baptism  ?  whom  the  minister  is  not  to  refuse  or  delay  to 
christen,  when  they  are  offered,  for  any  private  reason  of  hb 
own  ;  such  reasons,  suppose,  as  was  that  of  Snape  in  Qaeen 
Elizabeth^s  time,  who,  as  Bishop  Bancroft  informs  us,  would 
not  baptize  a  certain  child,  only  because  the  parents  insisted 
upon  bavmg  him  called  Richard.— Bancroft.  Danger.  Poait. 
1.  3.  c.  12. 

This  indeed  might  have  been  allowed  in  a  French  minis- 
ter, who,  (as  I  have  shewn),  is  prohibited  by  canon  to  give 
any  heathen  name  to  children  at  their  baptism ;  but  it  was 
no  rule  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  tfierefore  probably 
Bishop  Bancroft,  who  was  president  of  the  convocation, 
when  the  canons  were  made,  might  have  his  eye  upon  the 
very  thing,  and  insert  this  canon  on  purpose  to  prevent  this 
abuse  in  others  of  the  like  nature.  But  whether  that  vraa 
the  occasion  of  the  canon  or  not :  it  is  certain,  it  can  have 
no  such  sense  as  Mr.  Baxter  puts  upon  it,  that  is,  to  oblige 
ministers  to  baptize  the  children  of  Jews  and  infidels,  who 
have  no  right  to  baptism.  It  is  certain  our  Church  in  this 
matter  goes  by  no  other  rule  than  all  the  reformed  Churches, 
which  exclude  the  children  of  Turks,  Jews,  and  infidels 
from  baptism,  as  being  out  of  the  cavenant,  and  unclean, 
except  in  some  particular  cases ;  as  when  they  are  adopted 
into  Christian  families,  either  by  the  voluntary  consent  of 
the  parents  themselves,  transferring  their  right  of  education 
to  Christians ;  or  children  that  are  exposed  by  their  parents 
and  taken  up  in  charity  by  Christians,  to  be  brought  up 
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by  them  ;  or  are  made  lawful  captives  of  war,  and  by  that 
means  become  the  legal  possession  of  Christian  masters. 
Id  these  cases,  theJr  adoption  into  Christian  families,  where 
diey  are  designed  a  Christian  odvication,  ^ives  them  a  quali- 
fication for  Christian  baptism.  And  if  in  such  casen,  the 
Church  of  England  admits  the  children  of  Jews,  Turks,  or 
heathens  to  be  baptized ;  it  is  no  more  than  what  Rivet  and 
Walrus  toll  us  is  done  by  most  other  reformed  Churches, 
who  think  that  by  such  means  those  children  gain  a  right  to 
biptisni,  after  the  name  manner  that  Abraham's  servants, 
bought  with  his  money,  did  to  circumcission,  as  well  as 
iiose  that  were  born  in  his  house.  And  they  say  further, 
that  this  was  so  common  a  practice,  and  so  beyond  all 
Mnlrovorsy  in  the  Primitive  Church,  that  St.  Austin  made 
Bse  of  it  to  prove  free  grace  nnd  election  against  the  Pela- 
gians.    Vid.  Synops.  pur.  Theol.  Disp.  44.  n.  49. 

Where  then  is  the  fault  of  the  Church  of  England  in  this 
natter,  if  she  acts  by  the  same  rule  that  the  Primitive 
(Xuirch  and  all  Reformed  Churches  go  by  1  If  she  admits 
not  the  children  of  Jews  and  pagans  to  baptism,  bntonly  in 
nob  caaes  as  all  other  Churches  do  ;  it  is  a  slandering  her 
constitution  for  any  man  to  say,  she  obliges  her  ministers 
^  canon,  to  refuse  none,  though  they  be  the  children  of 
Jews  or  infidels,  if  they  be  but  brought  to  church  to  be  ba|>- 
tized. 

But  however,  she  admits  the  children  of  wicked  Christians, 
and  commands  the  minister  to  baptize  them.  And  where  ia 
the  harm  of  that  1  Is  it  not  much  better,  than  to  perplex 
her  ministers,  as  many  dissenters  do  themselves,  with 
doubting  consciences  and  endless  scruples  about  the 
{Mients'  godliness,  which  thoy  cannot  always,  nay  very 
seldom,  certainly  know.  The  forementioned  authors,  Rivet 
Uid  WalECUS,  tell  us  in  the  same  place  (n.  30.)  that  their 
Chnrches  do  not  exclude  the  children  of  Christian  parents 
from  bapsism,  though  the  parents  have  rendered  their  own 
baptism  null,  as  to  any  efiicucy  upon  themselves,  by  an 
Dngodly  life  or  impure  faith  ;  and  their  reason  is,  because 
the  son  is  not  to  bear  the  iniquity  of  the  father :  God  is  still 
lbs  God  of  those  children. 
What  then,    must  all   children   be   admitted,    that  are 
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brought  to  baptism?  Suppose  the  ohildren  of  alheistR 
heretics,  blasphemers,  incestnoas,  adulterers,  or  e^ei 
excommunicate  persons ;  must  none  of  these  be  delayec 
or  refused,  but  be  immediately  baptized  ?  I  answer,  th< 
children  of  the  three  last  mentioned  are  to  be  baptized  bj 
the  rules  of  the  French  Discipline.  For  in  the  Synod  cA 
Vitre,  1583,  Cap.  Art.  8.  This  case  was  proposed,  '*  Whethei 
the  usual  form  of  prayer  should  be  recited  at  the  baptism  oi 
infants  bom  out  of  matrimony,  or  in  adultery,  or  incest 
because  there  are  in  it  those  words, '  begotten  of  father  rikj 
mother  whom  thou  hast  called  into  thy  Church/  And  the 
Synod  judged,  that  there  needed  be  no  dispute  made  abou) 
it ;  because  that  under  the  name  of  father  and  mother  an 
not  only  comprised  the  more  immediate  parents,  but  alsc 
their  ancestors  to  a  thousand  generations ;  and  this  alsc 
should  be  considered,  that  though  the  parents  be  &ulty: 
yet  they  are  not  therefore  totally  excluded  the  covenant  ol 
God/'  See  also  Book  of  Discipline,  Cap.  1 1.  Art  19. 

In  the  Synod  of  Rochel,  1607.  Cap.  10.  Art  35.  this  otkei 
case  was  proposed,  "  Whether  a  child  bom  in  marriage 
disallowed  by  their  discipline,  being  presented  by  Godlj 
sureties,  might  be  baptized  ?  and  answer  was  g^ven,  that 
the  parents'  fault  cannot  prejudice  the  children,  so  that  then 
is  no  difficult  at  all  in  the  case ;  nor  should  any  scruple  h 
the  least  be  made  about  admitting  such  infants  unto  baptism^ 
especially  when  as  Godly  persons  will  become  sureties  foi 
their  religious  education .'' 

Nay  Beza  says  farther,  that  the  children  of  excommuni- 
cate persons  have  a  right  to  baptism.  ^'  Charity,  says  he, 
bids  us  hope  well  of  all,  and  labour  to  restore  those,  who  are 
taken  captive  in  the  snare  of  the  devil:  therefore,  God 
forbid  we  should  conclude,  that  when  parents  are  excommu- 
nicate, their  posterity  belong  not  to  the  kingdom  of  QodJ*^ 
He  gives  many  reasons  for  his  assertion,  much  of  the  same 
nature  with  those  of  the  foresaid  Synod  of  Vitre,  and  then 
infers  from  them  all,  <'  That  such  children  ought  to  be 
baptized,  modo  idoneus  Sponsor  inierventai,  provided  some 
fit  surety  will  undertake  to  the  Church  for  their  Christian 
education,  which  the  ministers  and  other   pious  persone 
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oa^ht  to  procure^  rather  than  the  baptism  of  such  shonld 
be  deferred.  Beza.  Ep.  10.  ad  NeocomeDses,  p.  97,  and  the 
Book  of  Discipline,  Cap.  1 1.  Art.  4. 

Bot  what  shall  we  say  to  Mr.  Baxter^s  three  instances  of 

stheists,  heretics  and  blasphemers  1  Why,  I  say,  by  the  same 

ioleS|  for  ought  I  can  see,  the  French  Church  would  determine 

-Aat  their  children  should  be  baptised,  provided  tome  pioos 

nretj  would  undertake  for  their  education :  for  they  may 

hsTe  pious  ancestors,  and  then  they  say  the  wickedness  of  the 

ioBmediate  parents  does  not  prejudice  the  children ;  so  tbst 

lAaterer  is  done  in  England  in  these  matters,  it  is  suffi* 

cisatly  justified  by  the  rules  and  practice  of  the  French 

Cliurdi.    As  to  what  concerns  heretics  in  particular,  they 

expressly  put  them  into  the  same  lank  with  excommunicated 

persons,  and  say,  their  children  may  be  baptized.  '^  Children,'* 

says  their  Book  of  Discipline,  **  both  whose  parents  are 

veoibers  of  the  Church  of  Rome  (who  are  heretics  in  their 

aeoouni)  and  those  of  excommunicated  persons  shall  not  be 

baptiied  unless  the  parents  require  it,  and  resign  up  their 

aatliority  unto  the  sureties,**  &c.  Cap.  1 1.  Art.  4.  This  implies 

Aet  they  might  be  baptized,  if  they  desired  it^  by  proper 

sureties.    And  the  next  canon  says,  *'  The  children  of  Sara* 

eens  and  Gypsies  may  be  admitted  unto  baptism  upon  the 

same  conditions." 

As  for  atheists  and  blasphemers,  I  find  no  particular 
canon  in  the  French  Church  about  their  children,  and 
therefore  can  say  nothing  further  about  them.  If  any  one 
prores  they  have  no  right  to  baptism,  he  proves  at  the  same 
time  that  no  minister  is  obliged  to  baptize  them ;  since  the 
eanon  is  only  to  be  understood  of  such  children  as  have  an 
ndoubted  right  to  be  baptized. 


VOL.  VIII. 
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CHAP  XX. 

That4he  French  Church  aUows  and  commends  the  U&e  qf 

Sponsors  or  Sureties  in  Baptism, 

We  have  already  heard  in  the  last  chapter,  that  in  some 
cases  the  French  Church  requires  sureties  as  of  abaolota 
necessity,  that  is,  in  case  the  parents  be  excommunicate  of 
unfit :  here  I  shall  shew  that  in  all  cases  she  recommendsy 
and  so  far  requires  the  use  of  them,  as  to  censure  those  for 
contentious  persons,  who  refuse  to  comply  with  the  receive4 
custom.  The  only  difference  is,  that  she  does  not  so  prs^ 
cisejy  enjoin  it  to  all,  as  the  Church  of  England  does :  fot 
her  canon  in  this  point  runs  in  a  different  strain  from  almost  all 
the  rest.  Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  1 1 .  art.  7."  Forasmuch  as 
we  have  no  commandment  from  the  Lord  to  take  godfathoia 
and  godmothers,  who  may  present  our  children  unto  bapUsoDit 
there  cannot  be  any  particular  canon  made,  which  shall  biiid 
persons  to  do  it.  But  since  it  is  i^  very  ancient  custom,  and 
introduced  for  a  good  end,  to  wit,  to  testify  the  sureties* 
faith,  and  the  baptism  of  the  infant,  and  also  for  that  they 
charge  themselves  with  the  care  of  educating  the  child, 
in  case  it  should  be  deprived  of  its  parents  by  death; 
and  for  tliat  it  doth  maintain  a  sweet  communion  arooog" 
the  faithful,  by  a  conjunction  of  friendship,  they  who 
will  not  observe  it,  but  will  by  themselves  present  their  own 
children,  shall  be  earnestly  entreated  not  to  be  contentioiilV 
but  to  conform  unto  the  ancient  and  accustomed  order,  it 
being  very  good  and  profitable." 

This  I  freely  own  is  no  necessary  injunction,  but  it  may 
have  very  near  the  force  of  one  ;  for  the  earnest  exhortation 
of  a  Church  is  next  to  a  command,  and  a  general  custom 
and  order  falls  very  little  short  of  a  law.  "If  any  man  wIU 
be  contentious,'"  says  the  Apostle,  *'  we  have  no  such 
custom,  neither  the  Churches  of  God.''     He  thought  there 
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was  tome  force  in  oustom,  else  be  would  not  have  drawn  it 
ioto  an  arf^ment  to  qoiet  the  contentioas. 

But  Ae  qaestioD  is  not  altogether  whether  it  be  enjoined, 

Mt  whether  men  ought  not  to  comply  with  the  receiTcd 

cider  of  any  church,  whether  it  be  founded  on  law,  or  only 

oa  general  custom  ?  And  on  this  point  there  is  no  difference 

bslween  the  two  Churches.    Nay,  Beza  plainly  justifies  the 

enjoining  it,  writing  to  Bishop  Orindal:  *'  To  lise,"  says  he, 

^  a  oonvenient  form  of  prayer,  and  explication  of  the  nature 

ft  baptiam,   and    sponsors   to  undertake  for  the  child's 

iBiigkms  education,  being  rights  of  an  innocent  simplicity 

UMigTaTity,  and  no  ways  symbolical,  and  free  from  giving 

llie  IsASt  occasion  to  superstition ;   Quis  tandem  damnare 

Mtuii?  Who  is  there  that  dares  to  condemn  them,  unless  he 

wiH  inCnr  the  Apostle's  censure,  who  commands  all  things 

lo  ba-done  decently  and  according  to  order  V^  It  seems  Beia 

tlMigiit  that  text  of  the  Apostle  a  sufficient  ground  to 

the  enjoining  it,  though  some  of  his  brethren 

<if  another  opinion. 

Uret  aays  it  is  an  useful  custom,  uiilis  infaniibus^  and 

dbarafbre  they  retain  it :  and  though  it  be  not  absolutely 

■ecesaary  to  salvation,  yet  he  thinks  there  may  be  both 

general  and  particular  reasons  fetched  out  of  Scripture  to 

pamiAde  men  to  the  use  of  it ;  and  he  derives  its  original 

from  the  Jewish  rites  in  circumcision.     Cathol.  Orth.  tr.  1. 

a9. 11.21. 

Hot  now  admitting  it  only  to  be  a  custom  and  practice, 
■oA  a  law  of  France :  wherein  does  their  practice  differ  from 
oora?  Why  first,  Mr.  Baxter  says,  "  we  forbid  parents  to 
be  i^odfathers  with  the  re^t,  or  to  speak  one  word,  or  to 
dsdicttte  their  children  to  Christ;'"  for  which  he  quotes  the 
Wch  canon,  which  says,  '^  No  parent  shall  be  urged  to  be 
present,  nor  be  admitted  to  answer  as  godfather  for  his 
own  child.''  Case  of  Eng.  Nonconf.  C.  10.  p.  59. 

Some  of  this  is  true,  and  some  false.  It  is  false  that  the 
Oiarcb  forbids  parents  to  be  godfathers  with  the  rest,  or  to 
dedicate  their  children  to  Christ.  The  Church  forbids 
parents  to  be  sole  sponsors  for  their  own  children,  and 
le^oires  tliem  to  get  others  to  answer  for  them :  but  this 

M  2 
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dods  not  supersede  the  obligation  of  parents,  but  only  supc 
induces  a  further  obligation  upon  other  persons  for  great 
security  of  performance,  as  Bishop  Stillingfleet  well  wor 
it.  The  parent  may  make  an  express  compact  with  tl 
sponsor,  if  he  will ;  at  least  the  desiring  him  to  be  spons 
is  an  implicit  compact,  and  a  transferring  all  his  right  al 
power  upon  him.  The  parent  also  may  be  present 
baptism,  and  there  express  his  consent,  and  dedicate  h 
child  to  Christ  with  sponsors,  but  not  without  tbem.  Ho 
then  are  parents  excluded  from  giving  their  consent,  < 
being  godfathers  with  the  rest  in  effect,  when  they  have  i 
many  ways  to  testify  their  consent?  This  is  all  that 
commonly  done  in  the  French  Churches,  and  they  that  wi 
do  more  are  deemed  contentious  persons. 

But  2dly.  Mr.  Baxter  says,  "  Our  Church  allows  goi 
fathers   without  any  difference,  to  bring   the  children 
any  atheists,  sadducees,  jews,  infidels,  or  open  enemies 
Christ,  without  taking  them  for' their  own.^'    This  I  ha^ 
shewn  already  in  the  last  chapter,  to  be  in  a  great  meass 
a  false  charge,  but  so  far  as  the  Church  is  concerned  in  ; 
she  is  fully  justified  by  the  practice  of  the  French  Chare 
which  has  no  such  condition  as  sponsors  taking  children 
be  their  own,  but  only  to  take  care  of  their  education  in  cat 
their  parents  die,  which  yet  is  not  to  be  found  in  all  editioi 
of  their  Discipline,  as  Mr.  Quick  himself  acquaints  us. 

ddly.    But  Mr.    Baxter    says  further,    *^  Our    sponso 
personate  the   child   without    authority,''    which    is  on 
repeating  a  false  accusation  over  again,    for   they   hai 
always  the  parents'  right  and  authority  by  their  consent, 
they  be  living ;  and  if  they  be  dead,  there  is  no  need 
their  authority:   for  baptism   may   be  administered   upc 
other  grounds  without  it,  as  a  learned  person  has  unanswe 
ably  proved  from  the  general  consent  and  practice  of  tl 
Catholic  Church.     See  Stillingfleet' s  Unreasonableness 
Separation,  p.  382. 

4th  ly.  He  says,  ''Our  sponsors  in  personating  the  child,  < 
make  him  say  at  present,  *  I  believe,  I  renounce,  I  desin 
&e.  falsely  intimating,  that  infants  are  bound  at  prese 
to  do  this  by  another,^— when  as  God  requireth  no  faith  * 
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Tepenlancc  of  infnnU.  but  only  that  Ihey  he  ihe  Reed  of  peni- 
tent believers,  devoted  to  Clirist."  But  sure  he  had  not  thi& 
doctrine  frntn  Calvin,  who  owns  a  sort  of  faith  in  infants, 
(boug'h  Dot  formed  as  it  is  in  adult  per^iions,  yut  in  semine, 
and  that  wron^bt  by  the  operation  of  the  Holy  Ghost. 
Calvin.  Inst.  lib.  iv.  cap.  Ifi.  n.  la  and  20.  Which  Has  also 
the  opinion  of  Melancthon,  Chemuitius,  Rivet,  and  g;ene~ 
rally  of  all  the  Lutheran  and  French  Ctinrc-hes,  who»:(t 
arguments  Bollarmin  essayed  to  answer,  thoug;h  I  know  not 
whether  Mr.  Baxter  ever  did.  Vide  Bellarm.  de  Bapt.  lib. 
Leap.  11. 

But  suppose  there  were  no  such  faith  in  infants,  yet  Mr. 
Baxter  might  have  known  that  the  apologists  of  the  Church 
of  England  justify  her  practice  another  way.  They  say,  it 
is  sufficient  that  the  faith  which  referreth  to  infants,  havu 
only  some  general  ag'reement  in  its  notion  with  the  faitli  of 
the  adult.  Now  Evince  the  failli  of  the  adult  is  an  acceptance 
of  the  covenant  of  grace  and  the  Gospel-doctrine,  with  a 
■ubmisKion  thereunto,  which  in  their  state  is  an  active  exer- 
cise of  the  SDtil;  when  an  infant  is  suid  to  believe,  this  must 
consist  in  such  an  acceptance  of,  and  submission  to  the 
Gospel,  as  his  state  is  capable  of,  which  is  passively.  Thus 
by  being  baptized  he  accepteth  Christ  and  the  covenant  of 
grace,  and  is  united  to  and  made  a  member  of  the  Church,  en- 
tering opon  the  profession  of  Christianity,  which  his  surelios^ 
declare,  and  himself  stands  obliged  to  own,  when  he  come& 
to  years  of  understandinfr.  So  Ur.  Falkner  and  others; 
md  questionless,  this  was  the  sense  of  the  Catholic  Church, 
u  appears  from  St.  Augustin,  Ep.  23.  end  his  Book  Do 
Peceatoruin  Meritis,  lib.  1.  cap.  I'J.  where  he  says,  infants 
ire  called  believers  and  penitents,  because  they  do  in  some 
Qieasure  make  profession  of  faith,  and  renounce  the  devil 
tai  the  world  in  the  words  of  those  that  carry  them.  So 
that  whether  we  consider  the  sense  of  the  first  reformers,  or 
the  sense  of  the  Catholic  Church,  the  answers  given  in  bap- 
tism do  not  proceed  upon  such  a  false  intimation,  as  Mr. 
Baxter  would  make  it,  that  children  do  at  present  believe, 
renounce,  &c. 

And   therefore  the    Lutheran   Churches,  as   Clicmnitiu* 
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iDfonns  U8,  retain  the  old  form ;  and  those  Churches,  which 
chang'ed  it,  did  it  not  upon  Mr.  Baxter's  principle,  as  if  it 
were  absurd  to  say  in  any  sense  that  children  believe, 
renounce,  &c.  For  they  prayed  for  faith  for  them,  as  it 
is  in  the  Tigiirine  Liturgy,  lately  translated  into  English, 
page  82.  '*  Let  us  pray  to  God  to  grant  faith  unto  this 
child,  that  this  outward  baptism,  as  it  is  administered 
outwardly,  may  also  be  done  inwardly  by  the  internal  power 
of  the  Holy  Ghost." 

5thly.  But  the  worst,  he  says,  is  yet  behind.  That  is  the 
common  perfidiousness  of  godfathers,  who  either  underitand 
not  what  they  promise,  or  take  no  care  to  perform  it  And 
must  the  Church  bear  the  blame  of  all  this,  and  allow  it  for 
a  just  cause  of  separation?  Yes,  because  she  admits 
atheists,  infidels,  or  any  wicked  men  not  excommunicate 
to  be  godfathers :  he  should  haTc  named  the  canon  that 
allows  atheists  and  infidels  to  be  godfathers.  For  my 
part,  I  know  no  such  canon.  Tf  they  be  secret  atheists 
or  infidels,  no  minister  can  take  any  cognizance  of 
them:  but  if  they  be  professed  ones,  he  may  find  a  way^  to 
refuse  them  ;  for  he  may  reject  them  from  the  communion, 
and  such  as  he  may  reject  from  the  communion,  I  conceive 
he  may  reject  from  being  sponsors  at  baptism.  As  for 
others,  who  are  not  under  any  censure  of  the  Church,  they  are 
allowed  to  be  sponsors  in  all  nations,  particularly  in  France 
they  have  this  canon,  **  that  although  the  faithful  be  ill 
reported  of,  yet  in  case  they  be  not  by  the  consistory  sus- 
pended from  the  Lord's  table,  they  shall  be  admitted  sure- 
ties for  infants  in  baptism."  Synod  of  Gergeau,  160L  Cap. 
6.  Art.  9. 

And  their  Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  11.  art.  10.  requires  no 
other  conditions,  but  that  the  sureties  **  be  of  sufficient  age, 
in  their  14th  year  at  least,  and  shall  have  communicated  at 
the  Lord^s  table,  or  if  they  be  well  stricken  in  years,  and 
have  not  yet  communicated,  they  shall  protest  seriously  that 
they  will  do  it,  and  in  order  to  it  that  they  will  suffer  theoti- 
selves  to  be  duly  catechized."  Here  we  see  persons  may 
be  admitted  as  sponsors,  who  want  catechizing  in  order  to 
receive  the  Lord's  supper  themselves. 


m 

f       The  Dext  canon  excepts  persons  fiiispeniied  from  the  Lord's 

I'Bupper,  "  They  may  not  present  children  in  the  cjiialily  of 
ifeareties  unto  baptism  so  long^  as  their  suspension  shall  stand 
I '  in  force  against  them." 

►  The  fith  canon  also  excepts  strangers  that  want  testimo- 
^  tiials.  "  A  surety  coming  from  another  Church,  shall  not 
'^he  admitted  to  present  a  child  unto  baptism,  unless  he  brin^ 
-with  him  a  certificate  from  his  own  Churcli;"  which  is  a 

^i3od  canon. 
^  These  are  ail  the  rules  they  gi»e  about  sponsors  and  their 
V .qualifications ;  (he  re»it  is  otily  matter  of  advice,  can.  12. 
^"  That  pastors  shall  diligently  exhort  all  godfathers  and 
Ktfodmothcrs  to  weigh  and  consider  their  promises  mado 
^"atthe  celebration  of  baptism,  and  parents  also  to  choose  such 
^.'SDreties  for  their  children,  aft  arc  well  instructed  in  religion 
I  Wtd  of  a  godly  life  and  conversation,  and  that  areas  innch  as 
•inay  be  of  iheir  acquaintance,  and  by  whose  means,  if  there 
I' Aould  beanecessity  forit  in  the  course  of  God's  providence, 
[  >it  is  most  likely  that  their  children  will  have  a  religious 
I    edocation." 

And  may  not  the  pastors  of  the  Church  of  England  do  all 
ttn,  aod  BoraetfiiDg'  tnore  if  they  please  ?  Or  why  mnst  all 
Heglvots,  either  in  paMors  oi  sponsors  presently  be  oharged 
upon  tfae  CtiOTch,  as  if  the  iostitiition  itself  were  nnlawfnlt 
TktfM  ar«  too  many  faults  committed  in  the  exertneis  of  it 
bidefid,  bwt  thftt  is  not  the  fault  of  the  thing  itself,  but  Ae 
flinoDi  who  Are  concerned  in  it ;  and  I  believe  most  Churches 
fad  teaaon  enotigfa  for  soch  complaints,  which  they  know 
Mi  hofr  to  help.  Peter  Martyr  gives  an  honourable  testi- 
tumy  to  the  institution  itself,  "  caljing  it  utile  Inatitutuin, 
t  mrj  nsefdl  order,  that  when  children  are  rcceifed  hito  the. 
Oiarch  by  baptism,  they  should  be  committed  to  the  care  of 
.^(•dfethers  end  godmodiers  to  instruct  them  ;  but,  says  be, 
ll|aiig;h  the  sponsors  pews  their  faith  to  do  this,  yet  Dotr-a- 
'  4iff»  there  is  notbiog  which  they  less  regard."  Loc.  Com. 
'     fUL  4.  cap.  8.  n.  5. 

I  hope  I  have  now  made  it  appear  that  Mr.  Baxter's  ex6ep- 
ian  ST«  all  either  false  or  trifling,  and  such  as  wonid  hold 
*gtMMit.the  practice  of  the  reformed  Church  of  France,  as 
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well  as  the  Church  of  England :  and  his  last  great  arga- 
tnent  upon  which  he  lays  the  most  stress,  would  hold  as 
well  against  baptism  itself;  for  there  is  more  perfidiousoess 
committed  by  persons  that  break  their  baptismal  vow»  tlum 
by  godfathers  that  break  their  covenants  as  sponsors ;  yet 
we  may  not  lay  baptism  aside,  or  charge  men's  faults  upoQ 
the  institution. 

After  ally  he  owns  our  baptism  with  all  its  faults  to  be 
valid,  and  dares  not  say  it  is  null  and  void ;  though  the 
arguments  are  not  very  good  which  he  uses  to  prove  it. 
For  he  says,  *'  If  it  were  no  minister,  or  one  unauthorised^ 
that  baptized,  it  would  not  be  a  mere  nullity,  if  by  mistake 
it  were  supposed  well  done.  Factum  valet,  was  judged  by 
some,  when  Athanasius  by  a  boy  was  baptized  in  sporty**- 
p.  65.  He  should  have  said,  when  Athanasius  being  a  boy^ 
baptized  some  other  boys  in  sport ;  for  it  was  not  AtbaiMH 
sius  that  was  baptized  by  a  boy,  but  he  was  the  boy  tbi^t 
baptized  others,  as  Sozomen  and  RuflSn  tell  the  story.  Biit 
that  is  but  a  small  mistake.  If  Mr.  Baxter  had  been  a  iiiiili»* 
ter  in  France,  he  must  have  recanted,  not  only  his  history^ 
but  his  doctrine  also.  For  their  discipline  requires  meo  to 
subscribe  and  teach  the  contrary,  and  repeals  all  such  bap^ 
tisms,  as  are  only  administered  by  women,  laymen,  or  any 
unordained  person.  It  is  a  canon  of  their  Book  of  Discipline 
cap.  11.  art.  1,  "  That  baptism  administered  by  an  unor- 
dained person  is  wholly  void  and  null.  Therefore  in  the 
Synod  of  Poictiers,  1560.  Cap.  6.  Art.  11,  the  question 
being  put,  what  was  to  be  done  in  case  a  child  had  been 
baptized  by  a  private  person  ?  The  answer  was  given,  that 
the  baptism  shall  be  declared  null,  and  the  child  shall 
be  brought  publicly  into  the  Church,  there  to  receive  true 
baptism." 

The  same  resolution  was  given  in  many  other  National 
Synods,  as  the  first  and  second  of  Rochel,  the  Synod  of  Gap, 
and  the  Synod  of  Alansoii,  1C37.  cap.  25,  where,  though 
the  king  had  sent  them  a  letter,  requiring  them  to  reverse 
their  decree,  and  allow  of  the  baptism  of  women  and  others, 
according  as  is  done  in  the  Romish  Church,  yet  they  utterly 
refused  to  allow  of  any  such  baptism,  as  a  thing  formally 
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contraiy  to  their  beli^  So  that  this  one  thiog  ihuM  hate 
made  Mr.  Baxter  a  noDOonfonniat,  bed  he  lived  ib  the  Chaich 
ofFianee. 

He  that  would  eee  their  argymenta  opoo  this  point,  and 
their  answers  to  Mr.  Baxter*s  iostanee  of  Athanasiiuit  nay 
reed  Riret's  Cathol.  Orthod.  Tract  a  Q.  7.  and  Chamier  de 
Baptismo,  lib.  1.  cap.  14.  Besa  contra  Heshuaiom.  Calvin 
Ep.  to  Mensb  Pdppins,  &e.  Sdfi. 

I  hare  bdt  two  things  more  to  (AMenre  upon  this  head* 
The  first  is,  that  the  Frenoh  Church  allows  of  sponsors  by 
proxy,  which  Mr;  Baxter  also  dislikes,  and  reckons  next  to 
lidicaloas.  But  the  Synod  of  Montaaban  thooght  fit  to 
grant  this  privilege,  at  least,  to  kings  and  great  prinoes ; 
which  shews,  that  they  did  not  think  it  simply  unlawfuU 
Synod  of  Montaaban,  1594.  Cap.  4.  Art.  30.  ^*  No  sareties 
shall  present  children  unto  baptism  by  their  proxies,  unless 
it  be  kings  and  great  princes,  who  by  reason  of  their  weighty 
sffiurs  cannot  always  be  present  at  the  time  of  baptiang/* 
And  the  following  Synod  of  Saumur,  1596.  took  off  this 
very  restriction,  and  left  all  sponsors  at  liberty  to  act  by 
proxy,  as  need  required.  Gap.  4.  Art.  8. 

The  other  thing  I  would  remark  is,  that  they  require 
sponsors  for  adult  persons  also,  and  no  one  can  be  baptized 
without  them.     For  in  the  third  Synod  of  Charenton,  1645, 
a  form  of  baptizing  pagans,  jews,  mahometans,  and  ana- 
baptists, was  composed  and  inserted  into  the  acts  of  that 
Synod,  cap.  9,  where  among  other  things  we  find  it  ordered, 
that  the  minister  shall  address  himself  to  the  sureties,  who 
present  the  catechumen,  in   these  words:  **  do  you  not 
promise  before  God  and  this  holy  assembly,  to  continue 
more  and  more  to  strengthen  and  confirm  him  in  the  faith, 
and  to  stir  him  up  unto  all  good  works  V^    And  they  mu^t 
answer,  ^*  Yes.^^     Where  I  observe,  that  this  being  part  of 
the  office  prescribed  and  enjoined,  baptism  cannot  regularly 
be  administered  without  it ;  and  the  French  ministers  are 
under  the  same  obligation  not  to  baptize  adult  persons 
without  sponsors,  as  the  English  ministers  are  not  to  bap- 
tize infants  publicly  without  them.  And  this  will  serve  as  an 
answer  to  Mr.  Baxter's  other  charge  in  his  eleventh  chapter 
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of  EngKsb  NonooDformity ;  where  be  says,  the  Chorch  of 
England  makes  godfathers  essential  to  baptism.  Which  is 
false,  unless  he  can  prove,  first,  that  it  is  never  administered 
without  them,  and  then  secondly,  that  it  is  required,  not 
only  as  an  useful  order  of  the  Church,  but  a  necessary  part 
of  baptism  of  God*s  appointing ;  which  neither  be  nor  any 
one  else  have  ever  done.  But  admit  the  charge  had  some- 
thing in  it,  what  does  it  prove  against  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, more  than  the  Frtach  Church,  which  made  the  aune 
order  about  sponsors  for  adult  persons  ?  If  it  be  scfaismati- 
cal  imposing  bere,  I  would  know  by  what  name  it  is  to  be 
oailed  in  the  Church  of  France. 

The  next  publio  office,  which  is  the  form  of  ontediism,  I 
pass  over,  as  finding  no  other  objections  made  against  it 
but  what  hftve  been  considered  before,  or  will  be  considered 
in  the  next  chapter  about  confirmation. 


CHAP.  XXI. 

Thai  the  French  Church  approves  of  the  English  fVay  of 
Con/brtnaiiony  and  exacts  something  equiviUeni  to  it, 
before  she  admits  any  Person  to  Communion. 

Mr.  Baxter  in  his  I9th  chapter  of  English  Nonconformity 
declares,  that  he  is  so  far  from  scrupling  the  true  use  of 
confirmation,  that  he  thinks  the  want  of  it  is  the  g^reatest 
corruption  of  the  Church  of  any  outward  thing  he  remembers. 
But  dien  he  likes  not  the  English  way  of  confirmation,  he 
saysj  nor  can  consult  to  reject  all  from  the  communion 
who  desire  not  our  episcopal  confirmation. 

His  objection  against  our  English  way  of  confirmation 
is,  that  here  it  is  made  impossible  to  be  done  any  otherwise 
ordinarily  than  as  a  ceremony^  and  game  for  boys,  as  he 
modestly  words  it.  His  reason  is^  because  the  dioceses 
are  so  vast,  that  the  bishop  cannot  do  this  and  other  his 
oflkes  for  the  hundredth  part  of  his  flock.  Whence  he  says 


FOA  nU  OHUROH  OT  IHQLAim.         171 

it  follows.  1 .  That  there  ii  not  one  of  an  hundred  confirmed 
at  all.  2.  That  all  the.  thousands  that  are  anoonfiroMd 
■wy  eoBse  U>  the  sacrament  when  they  will.  8.  That 
ministera  do  not  concern  themselves  to  keep  any  back  fironi 
the  saetaaient  for  not  being"  confirmed,  or  being  do* 
siroos  of  it.  4.  That  it  is  usually  performed  as  a  rmming 
eeremony. 

To  all  which  I  answer.  1«  That  there  are  many,  both 
bieliopa  and  inferior  pastors,  whose  constant  practice  prove 
Ihbtobe  a  mere  cdumny  and  slander  in  ereiy  instance, 
t.  Admit  there  be  some  defects  or  abuses  committed  in  the 
BdHadministration  or  mal-«dministmtion  of  it :'  upon  whom 
are  Aese  faults  to  be^  charged  t  Upon  the  persons,  or  die 
Gfanroh  and  her  institution  f  That  they  are  not  to  be  charged 
vpon  the  institution  itself,  I  prove  from  Mr.  Baxter's  own 
month.  He  says,  Dr.  Hammond  and  Mr.  Elderfield,  and 
divers  others  of  the  highest  episcopal  divines,  have  written 
as  earnestly  for  the  true  use  of  confirmation  as  bimseH 
Now  either  they  wrote  agreeably  to  the  pinciples  and  insti- 
Uitions  of  the  Church  of  England,  or  against  them :  that 
they  wrote  against  them,  Mr.  Baxter  will  never  persuade 
any  of  his  rational  readers  to  believe ;  but  if  they  wrote 
according  to  them,  then  there  may  be  li  true  use  of  confir- 
mation according  to  the  institution  of  the  Chorob  of  Eng^ 
land ;  and  all  Mr.  Baxter's  exceptions  are  frivolous,  because 
they  charge  personal  faults  upon  the  institution,  which  the 
drareh  may  lament,  but  cannot  always  help:  for  all  forms 
of  government  are  liable  to  abuses ;  and  the  putting  confir* 
nation  into  every  ordinary  pastor's  hands  would  never  mend 
die  failings  that  are  now  complained  of  in  the  exercise  of  it, 
but  rather  increase  them,  unless  some  diligent  inspectors 
were  appointed  to  look  into  their  behaviour,  with  sufficient 
power  to  correct  them.  And  every  private  minister  has  now 
a  sufficient  power  in  his  hands  (if  he  will  make  use  of  it) 
hy  serious  catechizing  to  qualify  persons  under  his  charge 
for  confirmation,  and  either  actually  procure  it  for  them,  or 
at  least  teach  them  to  be  desirous  of  it,  which  is  all  that  the 
Rubrick  requires :  and  such  a  desire  is  a  tacit  confirmation 
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of  their  baptismal  covenant,  when  the  other,  more  solemn 
and  public,  cannot  be  had. 

Bat  Mr.  Baxter  cannot  consent  to  keep  any  persons  back 
from  the  communion  who  are  not  desirous  of  episcopal  con- 
firmation. '^  For  many  godly  persons  scrapie  it  as  sinful. 
J.  Because  the  words  of  the  collect  make  it  seem  to  some 
to  be  yet  made  a  sacrament,  which  are,  "  Upon  whom  after 
the  example  of  thy  holy  Apostles,  we  have  now  laid  our 
hands,  to  certify  them  by  this  sign  of  thy  favour  and  gra- 
cious goodness  toward  them.^'  Here,^^  be  says,  ^*  is  ao  out^ 
ward  visible  sign  of  an  inward  and  spiritutil  grace  given  to 
them,  said  to  be  done  in  imitation  of  Christ's  Apostles,  as  a 
means  whereby  they  receive  the  same,  and  a  pledge  to  as- 
sure them  thereof ;  which  is  the  catechism's  definition  of  a 
sacrament/' 

Mr.  Baxter  takes  any  hint  to  prove  the  Church  guilty  of 
making  new  sacraments,  but  his  method  is  absurd,  and  will 
prove  the  French  Church,  and  all  Protestant  Churches,  as 
guilty  in  this  particular  as  the  Church  of  England.  For,  1. 
No  Church  does,  more  expressly  deny  confirmation  to  be  a 
sacrament  than  the  Church  of  England  does,  both  in  her 
Catechism  and  25th  Article,  which  says,  *^  Those  five  com- 
monly Called  sacraments,  that  is  to  say,  confirmation,  pe- 
pance,  orders,  matrimony,  and  extreme  unction,  are  not  to 
be  accounted  for  sacraments  of  the  Gospel.''  She  does  not 
so  much  as  call  imposition  of  hands  a  temporary  sacrament^ 
though  Calvin,  in  his  Book,  De  Vera  Ratione  Reformandsei 
Ecclesi®,  scruples  not  to  call  it  by  that  name,  accusing  the 
papists  of  absurdity  for  changing  a  temporary  sacrament, 
given  peculiarly  to  the  Apostles,  into  a  perpetual  one.  Pro 
S€U!ramento  habendum  esse  faieor,  sed  ex  temparali  impe^ 
rite  perpetuumfaciunt.  See  Calvin,  tom.  viii.  p.  285,  where 
he  says  the  same  of  the  apostolical  unction. 

2.  If  all  imposition  of  hands,  after  the  example  of  the 
Apostles,  used  as  a  sign  to  certify  men  of  God's  favour  and 
goodness,  does  thereby  become  a  sacrament;  then  both 
confirmation,  and  ordination,  and  reconciliation  of  penitents 
are  sacraments  also.    For  the  French  writers  refer  confirma<* 
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tioD,  and  the  iiDposition  of  hands  used  therein,  to  an  apos- 
tolical originaly  and  say,  it  is  used  as  a  blessing,  as  all  prayer 
accompanied  with  imposition  of  hands  was  ever  understood 
to  be. 

Rivet  says  expressly,  ''That  the  imposition  of  hands, 
joined  with  the  doctrine  of  baptism,  Heb.  vL  2,  refers  t6 
that  solemn  benediction  of  baptized  persons,  which  the  an* 
cients  so  often  speak  of,  and  which  was  in  use  in  the  Primi- 
tiYe  Church,  which  was,  that  when  children,  who  were 
baptized  in  infancy,  could  give  an  account  of  their  faith  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  pastor,  he  then  laid-his  hands  upon 
them,  and  blessed  them,  commending  them  to  Ood,  and 
thereby  confirming  them  in  the  profession  of  the  Christian 
religioo/'  Which  custom,  having  been  corrupted  amon^^ 
the  papists,  he  says  they  had  restored  to  its  lawful  use,  by 
catechizing,  instruction,  and  benediction  of  children  in 
prayer,  b^ore  they  were  admitted  to  the  Lord's  supper. 
Rivet.  Cathol.  Orth.  Tract  iii.  q.  ix.  n.  3. 

Ib  another  place  ho  speaks  at  once,  both  the  sense  of  the 
French  and  Dutch  Churches.  ^  It  is  ph)bable,''  he  says, 
^  that  the  doctrine  of  laying  on  of  hands,  joined  with  the 
doctrine  of  baptism,  Heb.  vL  2.  refers  to  that  care  which  the 
Primitive  Church  used,  in  bringing  children,  after  they  were 
catechized,  to  give  an  account  of  their  faith  in  the  Church, 
before  they  were  admitted  to  the  communion ;  when,  also, 
they  recommended  them  to  Ood  by  prayer,  and  the  solemn 
right  of  imposition  of  hands,  which  was  a  gesture  used  in 
prayer  and  blessing  in  the  time  of  the  patriarchs  and  after- 
vrards.  If  they  of  the  Church  of  Rome  would  be  content 
with  this  prayer  and  commendation  of  adult  persons  to  Ood, 
after  a  solemn  examination,  we  should  willingly  acquiesce 
therein ;  if  they  would  demand  no  more  than  that  rite  which 
Calvin  wished  to  have  restored,  and  which,  for  the  sub- 
stance of  it,  is  now  religiously  observed  in  our  Churches.^ 
Synops.  Pur.  Theo.  Disp.  47.  n.  13. 

Here,  if  I  mistake  not,  imposition  of  hands  is  referred  to 
an  apostolical  original,  and  said  to  be  done  in  imitation  of 
the  Apostles,  as  much  as  that  of  the  Church  of  En  gland 
And  if  benediction  and  prayer  be  means  of  obtaining  God's 
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favour,  iben  irapositioD  of  hands  (a  rite  accompanying^  them 
in  the  opinion  of  these  learned  writers)  was  no  less  an  out^ 
ward  sign  of  God^s  fiivour  in  that  primitive  confirmation, 
than  now  it  is  in  ours.  So,  that  if  Mr.  Baxter^s  argument 
proves  any  thing,  it  proves  confirmation  to  be  made  a  sacra- 
ment in  the  Primitive  Church  as  well  as  in  the  Church  of 
England.  For  this  is  the  common  doctrine  of  learned  French- 
men, that  it  is  a  benediction  by  imposition  of  hands,  done 
in  imitation  of  the  Apostles.  Calvin,  in  his  comment  on  the 
aforesaid  text,  Heb.  vL  2,  says  expressly,  ^*  That  this  one 
place  does  abundantly  prove,  that  the  original  of  this  cere- 
mony came  from  the  Apostles.  Therefore  we  ought  now 
to  retain  the  purity  of  the  institution,  and  correct  the  super- 
stition that  has  been  added  to  it."'  And  Beza  is  of  the  same 
judgment     Annot.  in  Heb.  vi.  2. 

But  if  we  believe  Mr.  Baxter,  the  superstition  still  re- 
mains uncorrected  amongst  us,  merely  because  we  retain 
that  rite :  for  we  use  imposition  of  hands  in  confirmation  as 
an  apostolical  rite,  and  as  a  sign  of  God's  favour  and  bless- 
ing; which,  in  his  opinion,  is  to  make  a  sacrament  of  it. 
And  then  it  follows  that  ordination  and  reconciKation  of  pe- 
nitents by  the  same  rule  are  sacraments  also :  for  imposition 
of  hands  was  used  in  both  those  holy  offices,  after  the  ex- 
ample of  the  Apostles,  and  as  an  outward  sign  of  benedio- 
tion*  At  which  rate,  we  must  come  to  the  number  of  seven 
sacraments  again,  though  both  the  French. and  Engliah 
Church  utterly  disclaim  that  doctrine. 

3.  I  must  observe  one  thing  further  of  Mr.  Baxter's  inge- 
nuity in  representing  the  Church's  doctrine.  He  says  we 
make  imposition  of  hands  a  means  whereby  to  receive  8{nri- 
tual  grace,  and  a  pledge  to  assure  men  of  it  (as  the  collects 
shew)  which  is  the  catechism's  definition  of  a  sacrament 
But  by  his  leave,  that  is  but  one  part,  of  the  definition ;  for 
to  make  a  complete  sacrament,  the  catechism  requires  that 
it  be  ordained  by  Christ  himself,  which  he  cunningly  omits 
and  makes  the  collects  say,  what  they  do  not  say, — ^tbat  im- 
position of  hands  is  a  means  to  convey  grace  :  there  is  not 
one  word  in  them  tending  to  this  purpose :  there  are  some 
prayers  indeed  used  to  implore  God's  blessing  upon  the 
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I  persons  confirmed,  and  those  in  some  sense  may  be  said  to 
be  means  of  grace ;  but  if  that  makes  a  sacrament,  then 
etety  collect  in  the  Liturgy,  and  every  prayer  any  man  makes 
to  Ciod  ton  his  grace  is  a  new  sacrament ;  whidi  I  presume 
is  too  absurd  for  any  man  seriously  to  maintain. 

But  Mr.  Baxter  has  two  other  reasons  why  godly  persons 
■ay  seruple  our  confirmation  as  sinfuK  He  says,  **  They 
thst  are  against  our  <Uocesan  sort  of  prelacy,  dare  not  seem 
to  own  it,  by  coming  to  them  for  confirmation  appropriated 
to  thm.^*  I  suppose  the  same  persons  will  not  come  to . 
diocesan  churches,  prayers,  nor  communion  neither,  for  fear 
of  seeming  to  own  diocesan  prelacy.  And  what  need  any 
man  be  concerned  for  bebg  obliged  to  deny  such  the  com* 
Boniott,  who  will  not  take  it  though  it  were  offered  them  ? 

**  But  some  think  that  a  great  and  holy  du^  is  made  a  mere 
mockery  to  delude  souls,  and  corrupt  the  Ohnroh ;  while 
tteqr  one  in  England  that  will  but  take  this  ceremony,  is 
pfonoonced  to  God  in  prayer  to  be  regenerate  by  the  Holy 
Qhtmkp  and  all  their  sins  forgiven  them ;  these  dare  not  join 
tkensdves  with  the  profaners  in  their  delusory  way.*' 

This  is  spoken  like  Mr.  Baxter  indeed,  in  a  strain  of  elo*' 

qoence  peculisr  to  himself.  To  which  all  I  shall  say  is,  that 

be  had  done  of  these  flowers  of  rhetoric  from  Calvin,  or  any 

&med  author  of  the  French  Church,  who  detest  any  man  that 

Aall  bespatter  the  Eoglish  episcopal  confirmation  with  such 

opprobrious  terms,  as  mockery,  delusion  of  souls,  corruption 

ef  the  Church,  and  profanation  of  an  holy  duty.    Calvin 

•peaks  honourably  of  the  ancient  episcopal  confirmation,  and 

sny  one  that  will  observe  the  account,  which  he  gives  of  it, 

will  find  it  exactly  agreeable  to  the  form  prescribed  in  the 

Oinrch  of  England.  **  It  was  an  ancient  custom,'*  says  he, 

^  that  the  children  of  Christian  parents,  when  they  were 

grown  up,  should  be  presented  to  the  bishop,  to  do  that 

ofico  which  was  required  of  persons  who  were  baptized  at 

adiilt  age.^— Forasmuch  as  that  being  baptised  in  infancy, 

they  could  not  then  make  any  confession  of  their  faith  before 

the  Church,  they  were  again  brought  by  their  parents  before 

the  bishop,  and  examined  by  him  in  the  catechism,  which 

they  bad  then  in  a  certain  form  of  words.    And  that  this 
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ticty  which  ought  to  be  grave  and  sacred,  might  have  tli 
greater  reverence,  the  ceremony  of  imposition  of  hands  wa 
used  in  the  exercise  of  it.  And  so  the  youth,  after  thei 
faith  was  approved,  were  dismissed  with  a  solemn  benedic 
tion.  Now  such  an  imposition  of  hands  as  this,  which  n 
used  purely  as  a  blessing,  I  very  much  approve  of,  and  wisl 
it  were  now  restored  to  its  pure  and  primitive  use.''  Calvia 
Institut  lib.  4.  cap.  19.  n.  4. 

He  had  no  quarrel  against  it,  because  it  was  administere( 
by  diocesan  bishops ;  much  less  did  he  think  their  adminis* 
tration  of  it  a  delusive  mockery  of  souls,  or  the  corruptioi 
of  the  Church,  or  a  profanation  of  the  institution ;  whici 
are  Mr^  Baxter'^s  compliments  to  the  Church  of  England. 

But  Mr.  Daille,  as  a  learned  man,  quotes  him,*  gives  be 
a  compliment  of  a  very  different  nature :  he  says  her  way  o 
confirmation  is  to  be  preferred  before  the  practice  of  the  Pri 
mitive  Church  in  the  fourth  century.  His  reason,  I  presume 
was,  because  in  the  Primitive  Church,  as  they  receive! 
infants  to  the  communion, «o  in  many  places  they  confirmee 
them  immediately  after  baptism.  If  this  be  true,  (as  I  se< 
no  reason  to  question  it,  though  some  learned  persons  an 
of  a  different  opinion,  and  refuse  to  receive  his  compliment 
he  had  very  good  reason  to  prefer  the  English  way  of  cob* 
firming  adult  persons,  before  that  which  allowed  infants  U 
be  confirmed :  for  the  one  much  better  answers  the  end  o: 
the  institution  than  the  other :  but  if  he  was  mistaken  in  hit 
opinion  of  the  Primitive  Church,  he  however  shews  bii 
respect  to  the  Church  of  England,  whilst  he  allows  and  com- 
mends her  way  of  confirmation,  and  solemnly  protests  that, 
in  the  large  volume,  which  be  wrote  upon  that  subject,  he 
never  meant  to  speak  one  word  in  derogation  of  it. 

If  it  be  said,  that  Calvin  and  Daille  and  all  the  French 
Church  think  it  lawful  for  presbyters  to  confirm  ;  I  answei 
that  is  not  the  question  at  present,  but  only  whether  it  be 
lawful  in  an  established  episcopal  Church,  for  presbyters  to 
set  up  against  their  bishops,  and  take  confirmation  out  of 
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their  hande.  This  neither  CalviD,  nor  Daille,  nor  any  other 
French  author  that  1  know  of,  will  justify,  but  rather  con- 
deoin  aa  schismatical  usurpation.  The  case  of  necessity, 
h  "here  there  are  none  but  presbyters  to  confirm,  ditTers  very 
ouch  from  ours,  where  bishops  retain  their  privileg-e,  and 
eillierare  or  ought  to  be  diligent  in  adniiniBlering  confir- 
nalion.  I  said  before,  if  there  be  any  neglects,  per- 
mhq]  faults  are  not  to  he  charged  upon  the  institution, 
which  T  have  proved  to  be  holy  and  pious  in  tho  judgment 
of  the  best  writers  of  the  French  Church  ;  some  of  which 
Uy,  it  agrees  with  the  practice  of  tbo  Primitive  Church,  and 
others  say  it  exceeds  it. 

Yet  Mr.  Baxter  is  so  bold  as  to  call  it  a  delusory  profana- 
tion, because  of  those  words  in  the  collect,  "Almighty  God, 
«ho  has  vouchsafed  to  regenerate  these  thy  servants  by 
•aterand  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  haat  given  unto  them  forgive- 
Dess  of  all  their  sins."  This,  ho  says,  is  pronouncing  every 
me  regenerate,  that  will  but  take  this  ceremony:  which  is 
t  manifest  slander;  for  the  words  imply  no  more  than  a 
^neral  charitable  presumption,  that  such  as  come  to  confirni 
ihcir  baptismal  vow,  were  once  truly  baptized,  and  now  come 
in  a  serious  and  religious  manner  to  ratify  their  baptismal 
covenant  in  person.  Upon  which  presumption  they  are 
charitably  supposed  to  be  in  a  state  of  regeneration.  Such 
charitable  presumptions  arc  frequent  in  8l.  Paul's  Epistles 
and  almost  all  public  offices  and  prayers  of  the  Church, 
which  suppose  the  congregation  to  bo  holy  and  sanctified, 
though  many  particulars  may  be  otherwise.  Thus  it  is  in 
the  tlianksgiving  after  the  communion,  not  only  in  our  office, 
but  in  Calvin's  Liturgy,  where  the  form  of  thanksgiving 
after  the  reception  of  the  Eucharist,  runS  in  these  words, 
"We  render  Thee  our  eternal  thanks  and  praise,  O  Heavenly 
Father,  for  this  great  benefit  which  Thou  hast  bestowed 
Qpon  us  miserable  sinners,  in  bringing  us  to  the  participa- 
tion of  thy  son  Jesus  Christ,  whom  Thou  didst  suffer  to  be 
dehvered  up  unto  death  for  our  sakes,  and  hast  now  imparted 
Him  unto  us  to  be  our  food  unto  eternal  life."  Calvin. 
Formal.  Prec.  torn.  8.  p.  30. 

1  ask  DOW  whether  these  expressions,   participating  oF 
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Christ,  and  having  Him  imparted  to  as  as  the  food  of  eternal 
life,  be  not  equivalent  and  parallel  to  being*  regenerate,  and 
having  forgiveness  of  all  our  sinsi  If  they  be,  then  either 
our  confirmation  office  maybe  justiQed,  or  the  Frepch  Litur- 
gy is  to  be  condemned,  as  a  delusory  profanation  of  the  com- 
munion service.  I  know  Mr.  Baxter  himself  would  not  hav^ 
ventured  to  have  said  this  of  the  French  Church,  however  he 
makes  bold  to  say  what  he  pleases  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. 

I  have  now  considered  all  his  exceptions  against  our  con- 
firmation office,  and  shewn  them  to  be  unreasonable  upon 
the  principles  of  the  French  Church.  The  result  is,  that 
upon  the  same  principles,  communion  may  lawfully  be  denied 
to  those  who  refuse  episcopal  confirmation  in  an  episcopal 
Church.  For  not  to  enquire  now  either  how  far  confirma- 
tion is  necessary  in  itself,  or  necessary  to  be  performed  by  a 
bishop.-  thus  much  is  certain  and  agreed  upon,  that  Uie 
rules  and  discipline  of  every  Church  relating  to  communion, 
ought  to  be  submitted  to  by  all  the  members  of  it;  and  it 
being  a  rule  in  the  Church  of  England,  that  all  persons 
before  they  be  admitted  to  communion  shall  be  confirmed 
by  the  bishop,  or  be  at  least  prepared  for  and  desirous  of  it ; 
it  follows,  that  such  persons  as  obstinately  refuse  to  submit 
to  this  order,  may  as  lawfully  be  denied  communion  here,  aa 
those  are  in  the  French  Church,  who  refuse  to  submit  to  their 
order  of  confirmation.  Calvin  says,  *^  it  is  their  law,  that  no 
children  shall  be  admitted  to  the  Lord's  table,  till  they  have 
first  given  an  account  of  their  faith,  and  are  approved  by 
their  ministers.''    Defens.  2.  Cont.  Westphal.  p.  678. 

And  to  this  agrees  that  French  Canon  in  the  Book  of  Dis- 
cipline, Cap.  12.  Art  2,  *^  that  children  under  twelve  years 
of  age  shall  not  be  admitted  to  the  Lord's  table  ;  and  when 
they  are  above  that  age,  it  is  left  unto  the  mmister's  discre- 
tion to  judge  whether  they  have  sufficient  knowledge  lo 
qualify  Uiemfor  their  admission  to  it."  Now  the  only  differ* 
enee  between  their  rule  and  ours  is,  that  we  oblige  all 
persons  not  only  to  give  an  account  of  their  faith  to  their 
private  minister,  but  to  the  bishop  also,  and  receive  his  bene- 
diction upon  it :  but  if  they  have  no  opportunity  to  do  thb. 
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then  it  is  sulEcieDt  to  satisfy  their  own  miniater,  that  they 
are  prepared  For  the  communion,  and  willing  to  approve  their 
&ilh  and  preparation  before  the  bishop  as  opportunity  shall 
pennit  them.  And  he  that  will  not  do  this  in  an  episcopal 
Oiurch,  is  refractory,  and  liable  to  be  censured,  by  the  rules 
and  discipline  of  the  French  communion,  which  is  the  thing 
I  undertook  to  prove. 


T  CHAP.  XXII. 

Of  the  form  of  Marriage,  Visiiation  of  the  Sick,  Comtnu- 
nioa  of  Ike  Sick,  Banal  of  ihe  Dead,  Thanksgiving  after 
Childbirth,  Commination  and  the  Churches  Wish  for  the 
Restoration  of  Ecclesiastical  Discipline. 

Concerning  several  of  these  offices  in  our  Church  I  need 
not  say  much  in  this  place.  The  form  of  marriage  I  have 
eongidered  already,  in  the  chapter  about  set  forms  of  prayer, 
and  shewn  the  French  manner  of  celebrating  it  to  be  a 
rafficient  justification  to  ours.  For  the  other  offices,  I  own, 
they  have  no  forms ;  but  then  they  do  neither  absolutely 
eondemn  tlu9  use  of  such  forms  in  general,  nor  ours  in  par- 
ticular. The  visitation  of  the  sick  is  left  to  every  mi- 
oister's  windom  and  discretion,  and  that  ia  an  office 
wherein  our  Church  allows  some  liberty  likewise,  and  I 
meet  with  no  objections  against  it. 

They  have  no  form  for  administering  the  communion  to  the 
nek,  because  the  practice  of  the  thing  itself  is  not  in  use 
ainoDg  them.  But  the  want  of  it  is  rather  their  misfortune 
than  their  choice,  if  what  some  of  them  tell  us  be  true,  that 
they  cannot  have  it,  because  the  magistrate  permits  them 
not  to  exercise  the  offices  of  their  religion,  but  only  in  public 
places.  So  Mr.  Drelincourt,  cited  by  Dr.  Durel.  Conform, 
of  Ref.  Church,  p.  50.  Calvin  also  in  his  own  opinion 
was  MiUrely  for  the  use  of  it,  aa  appears  from  his  Epistle  to  ' 
the  Chun^  of  Hompel^rd,  where  he  gives  them  this  advice, 
N  2 


183  THI  FRBNOH  CUUBOH's  tfOLOOT 

in  visitiDg  the  rick,  or  by  any  other  means,  finds  any  man 
under  this  sentence,  though  not  actually  inflicted  on  him  by 
an  eccleriastical  judge ;  yet  he  may, by  yirtue  of  this  Rnbriok, 
refuse  to  bury  hun  by  that  form  prescribed  in  our  Liturgy, 
because  by  the  Canons  of  the  Church,  he  is  under  the  sen- 
tence of  excommunication.  This  authority  is  expressly 
allowed  the  minister,  in  repelling  those  from  the  communion 
of  the  Lord^s  supper,  who  are  notorious  and  open  evil  liveis ; 
and  the  same  reason  holds  in  the  office  of  burial,'*  as  that 
learned  person  delivers  his  opinion,  with  submisrion  to  tlw 
judgment  of  his  superiors. 

Admitting  the  truth  of  this  discourse,  which  I  find  none 
of  our  superiors  to  have  disapproved;  it  follows,  that  every  mi- 
nister is  impowered  to  deny  the  use  of  that  office,  in  whole, 
or  in  part,  to  all  who  have  rendered  themselves  incapable  or 
unworthy  of  it  And  such  a  limitation  does  abundantly  dear 
the  seeming  difficulty  that  appears  at  first  in  assenting  to 
the  use  of  it  Yet  because  Uie  use  of  it,  even  with  tliis 
restriction,  may  create  great  troubles  and  hatred  to  ministers^ 
and  sometimes  vexatious  law  suits  to  their  utter  undoing : 
I  cannot  but  say,  with  the  forenamed  author,  **  I  wish  with 
all  my  heart,  that  some  expresrions  were  altered,  to  prevent 
any  scandal  to  the  scrupulous  or  the  profiuie ;  or  wbidli  is 
more  desirable,  that  discipline  were  revived,  whidi  would 
soon  answer  all  these  objections/'  Mr.  Baxter  himself  says 
the  same,  "  that  if  true  discipline  in  the  Church  did  make  a 
just  sepamtion  of  the  capable  and  incapable,  he  could  like 
all  the  office  very  well,  and  even  those  words  whidi  aie 
most  excepted  against''    Eng.  Nonconform,  cap.  16. 

But  our  adversaries  tell  us,  this  is  another  of  our  Church's 
faults,  that  she  wants  ecclesiastical  discipline.  That  she  has 
not  the  exercise  of  discipline  in  that  perfection,  which  were 
to  be  wished,  I  freely  own,  and  the  Church  herself  both 
owns  and  laments  it :  but  that  die  wholly  wants  ecclesiastical 
discipline,  I  utterly  deny ;  for  her  rubricks,  and  injunctions, 
and  canons,  whidi  some  so  much  clamour  against,  mre 
nothing  else  but  what  in  other  Churches  are  called  rules  of 
discipline.  And  for  that  particular  branch  of  it,  which  is 
called  abstention  from  the  Eucharist  and  excommunication. 
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our  Cburcb  is  not  without  rules  for  the  exercise  of  that 
beilber.  Every  minister,  as  was  but  Just  dow  observed,  has 
power  to  repel  those  from  the  communion,  wlio  are  noto- 
rious and  open  evil  livers,  and  the  bishops  have  powei  to 
proceed  to  excommunication.  If  those  things  arc  not  al nays 
doDC,  or  not  so  happily  and  cU'ectually  as  it  uere  to  be 
wished,  other  reasons  may  be  assigned  for  it ;  among'  which 
I  reckon  tlic  factions  and  schisms  that  divide  the  Church,  to 
be  none  of  the  least ;  for  they  loosen  the  hands  of  ecclesias- 
tical discipline,  and  make  it  impracticable  in  its  true  perfec- 
tioo;  whilst  men  who  are  excluded  from  one  communion,  can 
be  received  and  caressed  in  another.  And  is  it  not  hard, 
for  men  lirst  to  cast  blocks  in  the  way  and  then  charg;e  it  aa 
«  fault  upon  the  Cliurch  which  h  her  misfortune,  and 
ciiiefiy  owing*  to  the  iniquity  of  the  times,  that  it  is  not 
nmedied  I 

But  admit  the  decay  of  ancient  discipline  were  wholly  the 
(«ih  of  Ihe  Church,  or  her  ministers,  to  what  does  thi« 
I  i^rj^  amount  ?  That  therefore  there  is  no  discipline  in  our 
Cburcb,  because  it  is  not  in  its  utmost  perfection  1  Or  that 
men  may  lawfully  desert  her  communion,  because  there  ia 
not  such  exactness  observed  in  the  administration  of  it  as 
were  to  he  wiKhed  ?  Neither  of  these,  I  am  confident,  were 
the  sentiments  of  Calvin  or  Beza;  though  Beza  looked  upon 
the  face  of  discipline  to  be  the  worst  aspect  of  the  Church 
of  Englimd;  yet  he  owns  that  she  was  tolerably  well  refor- 
nBd'io  that  point  also,  in  compariBon  of  other  Churohea: 
■Bdall  he  desires  more  ia,  pUnam  EccUsiaaiica  Discipline 
inttaurationem,  the  perfect  restoration  of  ecclesiastical  dit- 
ewptilw,  which  is  the  wish  of  the  Church  and  all  gvod  men 
is  it.  See  Beza,  Epist.  Dedicat  to  Queen  Eliz.  before  his 
IiiSvr'Test  «ted  above,  chap.  2. 

'Sorely  he  did  not  think  the  want  of  discipline  then  alto- 
fMher  so  great  as  some  imagine,  much  less  a  just  canse  of 
Moaration  from  the  Church  of  England,  whose  reformation 
in'fcll  respecU  he  so  highly  extols  aboTe  most  other  Protes- 
tsttt  Churches. 

Bat  suppose  there  were  a  total  want  of  discipline  m  onr 
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Churoh,  either  through  neoessity,  or  want  of  zeal  in  the 
ministers,  or  by  some  defect  in  our  constitution ;  yet  Calvin 
will  by  no  means  allow  any  of  these  to  be  reasonable  cauees 
of  separation.  It  was  the  common  case,  he  says,  of  the  first 
reformers  in  •all  places,  when  they  came  to  the  point  of 
discipline,  they  could  only  express  their  wishes  and  their 
groans,  but  it  was  not  in  their  power  to  mend  it.  For  so 
he  expresses  himself  in  a  consolatory  letter  to  Farel  upon 
this  subject,  who  had  complained  to  him  that  he  could  not 
get  discipline  settled  in  his  Church.  To  ihew  him  that  his 
ease  was  not  singular,  he  tells  him,  Melanothon  and  the 
rest  were  under  the  same  unfortunate  necessity.  **  When 
discipline  comes  to  be  talked  of,  Melahcthon  after  the 
manner  of  others,  only  sighs  and  mourns  about  it  For  the 
most  he  can  do,  is  raUier  to  deplore  the  miserable  conditioB 
of  the  Church  in  this  matter,  than  correct  it ;  that  you  may 
not  think  you  are  the  only  persons  that  labour  under  this 
misfortune.^'    Calv.  Ep.  Farello,  p.  6. 

His  advice  is  not  that  the  ministers  should  forsake  their 
calling,  or  the  people  forsake  their  ministers  and  the  Churrii 
for  want  of  discipline ;  but  to  be  content  to  take  part  in  a 
common  calamity,  which  was  their  misfortune,  not  their  fiuilt, 
so  long  as  they  had  no  power  to  redress  it. 

In  another  place,  he  owns  that  discipline  was  not  rightly 
exercised  at  Geneva,  but  he  charges  himself  with  no  fauk 
upon  that  account,  because  it  was  not  be,  but  others,  that 
hindered  it  '^  And  yet  they  had  the  face,"'  he  says,  *^  to  ob- 
ject the  want  of  discipline  to  him,  though  they  themselves 
were  the  causes  of  it.  DissipiUitmem  cujus  ipsi  causa  sun/, 
probri  loco  nobis  objectant.'^  Calv.  de  Necess.  Reform. 
Eccl.  t  viii.  p.  56. 

Some  Protestant  Churches  have  no  use  of  excommunica- 
tion at  all,  as  the  Churches  of  Helvetia  and  the  palatinate : 
yet  Calvin  is  so  far  from  condemning  their  communion  for 
this  defect,  that  be  rather  makes  a  soft  and  kind  apology  for 
them,  presuming  they  had  reasons  for  what  they  did ;  that 
they  set  up  such  a  discipline  as  the  times  and  place,  or 
niagistrates  and  people  would  admit  of.  Thus  writing  to 
the  ministers  of  Zurich,  where  excommunication  was  laid 
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aside,  he  saj's,  "  All  men  have  not  exactly  the  eame  senti- 
ments of  excoaiDiunication  at  present :  1  know  there  are  BOine 
pious  and  learned  men,  who  think  it  not  necessary  under 
Christian  princes ;  though  I  hope  no  sober  man  disallows  the 
Ttte  of  it.  For  my  part,  I  believe  it  to  be  a  doctrine  of 
Christ.  But  if  a  people  canoot  be  prevadcd  with  to  take 
Ifais  yoke  of  Christ  upon  them,  after  the  pastors  have  dona 
their  endeavour  to  get  it  settled,  they  are  excusable,  though 
«e  are  not,  if  we  suffer  it  to  be  pulled  down  where  it  once 
l^tlains."     Calv,  Ep.  Minist,  Tigar.  p.  75. 

He  that  thought  the  communion  of  a  Church  lawful, 
where  excommunication  was  wholly  laid  aside,  as  unneces- 
Mry  under  Christian  magistrates,  would  doubtless  not  con- 
demii  a  Church  where  the  use  of  excommunication  is  settled 
by  law,  though  there  may  be  some  Imperfectiona  in  the  exer^ 
(we  of  it. 

his  generally  agreed  that  there  are  some  cases  in  which 
the  exact  rigour  of  discipline  would  do  more  harm  than 
good  to  tile  Church  ;  as  where  it  would  be  attended  with  a 
general  revolt  of  the  people,  or  a  severe  persecution :  iit 
iuch  cases,  it  has  ever  been  thought  a  point  of  christian 
prudence,  rather  to  relax  a  little  the  reins  of  discipline,  than 
oic  that  which  was  designed  for  tlie  Church's  ediBcation, 
loher  destruction.  St.Augustin  pleads  thisahovo  twenty  limes 
k  hia  Epistles  and  writings  against  the  Donatists,  which  it 
IS  none  of  my  business  to  recite  at  present ;  I  may  perhaps 
tmn  ».  noro  oonvenient  oocasion  to  do  H  hereafter,  in  an 
account  of  the  exercise  of  ancient  Church  discipline: 
I  only  observe,  that  the  French  Church,  which  is 
for  the  exactness  and  rigour  of  Synodical  discipline, 
■pproTes  St,  Augustin's  doctrine,  and  allows  of  a  mitigation 
•f'tbacipUDe  in  theforementioDedcaBee.  Thus  in  the  Synod 
at  Roebel,  1571.  Cap.  U.  ArL  1.  "  The  question  being  put. 
iriMt  cwurae  should  be  taken  in  the  censuring  of  revolters  in 
tniei  of  persecution  ?  It  was  answered  in  the  words  of  St. 
Aoifsatin,  concerniug  a  numerdus  Church  of  drunkards,  that> 
it  were  much  better  to  have  a  ticiouB  Church  than  none 
mtalL" 
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The  following  Synod  of  Nismes,  1572.  Cap.  3.  Art<&. 
resolves  another  case  concerning  apostates  to  the  Romiih 
religion,  who  were  also  become  enemies  and  perseeators  of 
the  Church ;  '^  that  they  should  not  be  formally  and  publicly 
by  name  excommunicated  in  the  Churchy  because  this  would 
only  make  them  rage  more  bitterly  against  her,  and  do  her 
more  and  greater  mischief.'*    There  was  no  need  to  ezcoai* 
municate  such,  who  had  already  abandoned  the  Church's 
communion.    PHvate  notice  to  the  people  to  beware  of 
them,  was  suflBcient  in  such  cases.    **  Therefore  all  mioia*' 
ters  and  consistories  are  warned  in  procedures  of  this  na- 
ture, to  use  all  manner  of  moderation  and  prudence;  be- 
cause that  Church  censures  and  canons  of  discipline  are 
only  used  for  edification,  and  not  for  destruction ;  remeoH 
bering  always  that  saying  of  St.  Augustid,  that  medicines^ 
which  are  more  hurtful  than  profitable,  should  be- wholly 
forborne.*' 

If  St.  Augustin  spake  the  sense  of  the  Catholic  Churoh, . 
and  these  Synods  the  sense  ci  the  French  Church,  than:, 
there  are  some  allowed  cases,  in  which  the  rigour  of  exr  i 
communication  is  to  be  abated,  when  either  delinquents 
are  become  very  numerous  or  formidable  within  the  Cbiifdi»  > 
or   deserters    very    malicious    and   powerful   without  il; 
when  more  harm  than  good  will  accrue  to  the  Chnrdi 
by  the  use  of  it,  and  the  remedy  prove  worse  than  the 
disease. 

So  that  here  are  three  things  fairly  suggested  by  the 
French  writers,  in  answer  to  this  objection  about  waot  of 
discipline  in  the  Church  of  England.  1.  That  for  the  ouiin, 
it  is  a  false  charge ;  because  excommunication  and  other 
parts  of  discipline  are  in  force  by  our  laws,  and  when  ooea- 
sion  requires,  reducible  to  practice.  2.  Supposing  exeoni«- 
munication  were  wholly  laid  aside,  that  would  no  more 
make  our  communion  unlawful  than  it  does  in  the  Helvetiaii 
and  Palatine  Churches.  3.  There  may  be  particular  reasons 
for  mitigating  the*  rigour  of  discipline  in  some  Churches, 
and  at  some  seasons,  Inore  than  others :  and  it  should  be 
considered  whether  that  has  not  for  a  long  time  been,  and 
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■till  is  the  case  of  the  Church  of  ED^land:  whether  the 
sects  and  schisms  that  are  among  us  do  not  greatly  hinder 
the  exercise  of  discipline  ;  and  whethera  formal  exconamu- 
nication  of  all  that  deserve  it,  might  not  raise  a  greater  and 
more  dangerous  schism  than  any  yet  among  us,  and  instead 
of  purging  the  bad  from  the  good,  only  enrage  a  party  to 
contrive  her  ruin  and  destruction :  whether  in  such  a  case, 
it  be  not  better  to  suffer  the  tares  to  grow  among  the 
wheat,  and  patiently  bear  with  some  corrupt  members  of 
the  Church,  rather  than  expose  her  to  so  great  inconvenien- 
ctes  ;  remembering  that  saying  of  St,  Augustine's  and  the 
Synod  of  Nismes,  "  That  when  medicines  will  do  more 
harm  than  good,  they  are  to  be  forborne."  Whether  this  be 
actually  the  case  of  the  Church  of  England,  I  leave  wiser 
men  to  determine :  if  it  be,  her  practice  is  her  prudence,  and 
what  others  call  her  fault,  is,  properly  speaking,  the  effect 
of  her  charity  and  discretion:  but  if  it  be  otherwise,  if  she 
might  have  an  exact  discipline,  and  wilt  not,  though  that  be 
a  hutt,  yet  it  will  not  justify  a  separation  from  her,  as  I 
have  proved  from  the  principles  of  the  French  Church.  And 
so  I  think  I  have  fully  answered  this  objection  about  want 
of  dis^lioe  in  the  Church  of  England. 

A5  to  the  comminatioD  office,  which  van  appointed  to  be 
nsed,  till  diiicipline  could  happily  be  restored,  it  is  so  useful 
and  innocent,  that  I  do  not  find  many  persons  that  have  any 
thing-  to  object  against  it.  Only  the  authors  of  the  Neces- 
sity of  Reformation  in  1660,  bring  some  railing  accusations 
Bgsinst'it.  They  say,  p.  31,  "  it  is  a  necessitating  people 
to  oorse  tbemsetres,  and  employing  ministers  of  the  Gospel, 
whose  office  is  to  be  the  messengers  of  peace,  in  cursing 
the  people,  as  part  of  their  office ;  which  is  an  inhaman  and 
mif^riattanlike  invention,  that  has  no  warrant  from  the 
Word  of  God,  nor  from  the  practice  of  the  Primitive 
ChoTch,  but  is  R  latter  spawn  of  Antichrist  in  his  popish 


Smne  men  have  used  their  tongues  and  pens  so  much  to 
opprobrioas  language,  that  they  can  scarce  speak  of  any 
tiling  they  dislike,  but  under  the  reviling  names  of  popish 
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and  aotiobristiaai.  I  would  ask  snoh  men,  whether  il  be  noi 
pert  of  the  miDistej'^s  office  to  declare  God^s  thr^at^inge, 
as  well  aa  bis  promises  ?  or  whether  the  Gospel  be  lUl  pton 
Qiises,  and  no  revelation  of  the  wrath  of  God  a^ost  the  ue* 
godliness  and  unrighteousness  of  men  1  as  St  Paul  says  i|  iSj^ 
Rom.  i^  18.  If  there  be  declarations  of  God's  judgments  in 
the  GospeU  as  well  as  promises  of  pardon  and  peacet  how 
oomes  the  one  to  be  the  mmister's  duty  more  than  the  other  1 
Or  why  must  the  declaration  of  GknTs  judgments  be  eaUed 
eursing  the  people,  or  the  people's  consenting  to  the^truih 
and  equity  of  them  be  called  cursing  themselves,  as  cursing 
signifies  imprecat^n  of  evil  upon  men  1  concerning  which 
there  is  not  one  word  in  the  odmminatton  oflStce.  But  if  by 
eursing,  they  mean  only  d^iiunoiation  of  God's  judgments 
ai^ainst  unrepenting  sinners,  then  their  charge  of  popish 
and  antibhristiab  is  not  so  much  Qgainst  our  office^  as  the 
(ik>spel  itself.  Perhaps  the  Primitive  Church  had  no  such 
set  form  in  her  liturgy,  nor  has  tlie  French  Church  any  that 
I  know  of:  but  doubtless  the  ministers  both  oC  the  one  and 
the'othbr  did  frequently  do  the  same  thing  in  their  sermons 
and  homilies;  notwithstanding  that  they  were  ministers  of 
the  Gospel  of  Peace.  And  I  challenge  any  person  to  shew 
us  any  passage  in  a  French  writer,  where  such  an  office  is 
ealled  popish  and  antichristian. 

Besides  the  office  of  thank^ving  after  childbirth^  (which 
I  remetnber  not  any  objection  made  against,)  there  remains 
but  one  office  more  in  the  liturgy  to  be  spoken  to,  which  is 
Ae  form  of  ordaining  bishops,  priests,  and  dencons  ;  against 
wUoh  Mr«  Btxtm  has  a  great  many  objections,  in  speaking 
of  the  eighth  Canon  of  our  Church ;  which,  because  they 
ilrill  be  more  properly  coasidered  under  that  title,  I  refer  the 
reader  to  the  next  Book*  and  here  put  an  end  to  this  part  of 
my  discourse ;  having  made  it  appear,  that  there  is  no  office 
in  our  Liturgy,  in  ordinary  use  among  us,  nor  any  particular 
Rubrick  or  prescription  in  any  office,  but  may  be  assented 
to,  and  justified  upon  the  principles  and  practice  of  the  Re- 
formed Church  of  FrcuAce.  In  some  things  our  Liturgy  ex- 
ceeds iheirs,  ae  in  the  form  of  absolution  and  communion  of 
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(he  sick,  tbe  want  of  which  Calvin  confesses  to  be  defects 
ID  his  Litiirg;y,  which  he  could  not  help:  id  other  forms  they 
exactly  agree,  and  in  such  forms  as  we  have  mors  than  they, 
or  they  more  than  we,  it  is  so  far  agreed,  that  there  is  no- 
thing repugnant  to  the  word  of  God  in  cither.  Whence  it 
faUowR,  that  they  are  unreasonable,  who  separate  from  our 
Church  upon  account  of  the  Liturgy,  because  it  is  not  r^ 
formed  according  to  the  example  of  the  best  Reformed 
Church. 
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BOOK  IV. 

THE  OBJECTIONS  AGAINST  THE  CANONS  OF  THI 
CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND  CONSIDERED  AND  AN- 
SWERED UPON  THE  PRINCIPLES  AND  PR  ACTICl 
OF  THE  REFORMED  CHURCH  OF  FRANCE. 


CHAP.  I. 

Of  Ordinaries  and  CkanceUars,  and  thai  as  strict  an  OoUk 
of  Canonical  Obedience  is  required  in  the  French  Ohwrch, 
as  in  the  Church  of  England. 

m 

Bbforb  I  speak  of  the  Canons  in  particular,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  say  something  of  the  promise  and  oath  of 
canonical  obedience,  which  refers  to  them  all  in  geneiaL 
In  the  form  of  ordination,  this  question  is  put  to  every 
priest  and  deacon :  *'  Will  you  reverently  obey  your  ordi- 
nary, and  other  chief  ministers,  to  whom  is  committed  the 
charge  and  government  over  you ;  following  with  a  glad 
mind  and  will  their  Godly  admonitions,  and  submitting  your- 
selves to  their  Grodly  judgments  ?^^  And  the  answer  is,  **  I 
will  do  so,  the  Lord  being  my  help  V*  In  like  manner  every 
beneficiary,  when  he  is  instituted  into  any  benefice,  swears, 
that  he  wUl  pay  true  and  canonical  obedience  to  the  bishop 
and  his  successors  in  omnibus  liciiis  et  honestis.  Now  we 
have  no  controversy  with  dissenters^  about  the  meaning 
of  this  promise  or  oath :  it  is  agreed  on  both  sides,  that 
canonical  obedience  in  effect,  is  no  more  than  obedience  to 
the  orders  and  Canons  of  the  Church,  and  does  not  subject 
men  to  any  unlimited  power,  or  require  any  new  duty  from 
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them,  bat  mioh  as  the  bishop  may  require  by  virloe  of  the 
GSanoDs :  so  that  if  the  Canons  be  lawful,  one  would  thmk 
the  oath  of  canonical  obedience  should  be  lawful  also.  Yet 
Mr.  Baxter  has  several  objections  against  it.  Eng.  Non- 
form.    Cap.  6. 

1.  He  likes  not  the  word  successors :  *'  Little  know  we 
of  what  religion  their  successors  will  be,  or  who  will  have 
the  choosing  of  them.    FU  not  swear  to  I  know  not  who.** 
Bbt  here  he  forgot  what  was  just  now  said  and  agreed 
ipm,  diat  canooical  obedience  in  effect,  is  obedience  to  the 
Ouene,  and  the  bishop's  successors  are  as  much  obliged 
[^  lo  role  by  the  Canons,  as  the  bishop  in  being ;  so  that  if 
obsdience  be  due  to  the  one,  n^ ling  by  the  Canons,  it  is 
with  the  same  proviso  *due  to  the  other  also.    In  the  French 
Cbordi,  their  oath  of  canonical  obedience  is  taken  to  the 
Omons,  or  Book  of  Discipline,  and  decrees  of  their  national 
Sfnods,  of  which  I  have  given  a  full  account  in  the  first 
Book,  diap.  8.  Where  the  reader  may  observe,  that  though 
aeidmr  consistories,  classes,  nor  provincial  synods  be  ex- 
pressly xnentioned  in  the  oath,  yet  obedience  to  them  and 
tkeir  successors  is  implied:    for  they  are  the  ordinaries, 
whi«di  are  to  see  the  Canons  executed  by  every  particular 
sinister,  and  have  power  to  punish  delinquents,  which  they 
eould  not  have,  unless  by  their  rules  canonical  obedience 
was  due  to  them.     Nor  is  the  minister's  oath  supposed  to 
be  taken  only  to  the  present  consistories,  classes,  or  synods, 
but  to  all  that  shall  succeed  in  their  place  and  office,  during 
the  nunister's  whole  life,  so  long  as  they  exact  no  o^et 
obeifience  from  him  but  what  is  due  by  the  Canons.     So 
that,  for  ought  I  can  see,  the  word  successors  does  not  at 
all  make  our  oath  of  canonical  obedience  difficult  to  any, 
but  such  as  are  willing  to  make  a  stumbling-block  of  dis- 
obedience of  it.     If  Mr.  Baxter  could  not  swear  to  he  knew 
not  who,  how  would  he  have  done  in  the  French  Church,  to 
have  sworn  to  he  knew  not  what  ?    I  mean  to  the  decrees 
and  Canons  of  their  national  Synods  before  they  were  made, 
as  I  have  shewn,  the  French  ministers  did  ;*  when  they 

*  See  Book  I.  chap.  S. 
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sent  any  deputies  to  a  National  Synod;  '*  They  promised 
before  God  to  (submit  themselTes  to  all  tbat  should  be  con- 
cluded and  .determined  in  tbeir  holy  assembly,  and  to  obey 
and  execute.it  to  the  utmost  of  their  powef,  &c/'  as  the  oalfa 
runs  in  express  terms  in  the  form  prescribed  in  the  seeond 
Synod  of  Vitre,  1617.  Cap.  2,  art.  1,  We  have  no  such 
oath  of  canonical  obedience  in  England,  and  I  cannot  but 
think  this  one  thing  would  have  made  Mr.  Baxter  a  Don* 
conformist  in  the  Church  of  France. 

2.  But  he  says,  suppose  our  oath  of  canonical  obedience 
to  imply  only  obedience  according  to  the  Canons:  yet  there 
are  abundance  of  things  in  '^  the  Canons,  which  he  thinks 
gpreater  sins  than  he  thinks  meet  to  call  them.''  It  would 
have  done  well,  if  Mr.  Baxter  had  bu{  kept  to  this  degree  of 
modesty,  which  he  here  professes ;  but  I  believe  I  shall 
shew,  that  he  speaks  as  bad  things  of  them  as  he  eould 
think  of,  and  with  as  little  reason  as  modesty,  forgetting 
boA  the  rules  of  decency  and  argumentation  too :  but  dT 
this  more  by  and  by  in  the  following  chapters. 

3.  He  says,  **  Bishops  rule  by  their  chancellors,  and  suf- 
fer laymen  to  exercise  the  church  keys,  by  decretive  excom- 
munications and  absolutions  which  wise  men  think  to  be 
sacrilegious  usurpation,  and  a  profanation  of  a  dreadful 
part  of  Christ^s  government."  Here  he  begins  immediately 
to  exalt  his  style,  and  give  the  Church  as  hard  words  as  he 
could  think  of.  But,  1st.  How  does  he  prove  that  lay- 
chancellors  and  civilians  use  the  keys  for  excommunication 
and  absolution?  Why  that  he  takes  for  granted,  which 
others  tells  us  is  a  great  mistake.  For  though  civilians  are 
used  to  declare  what  is  law,  yet  the  sentence  of  excommu- 
nication and  absolution  is  the  act  of  a  minister,  both  in  court 
and  church  assembly ;  and  if  any  tiling  be  declared  as  law, 
which  is  contrary  to  Canon,  the  minister  is  not  bound  by  his 
oath  to  execute  the  sentence.  But  then  perhaps  he  may 
suffer  for  it,  and  be  ruined,  and  the  bishop  cannot  help  him. 
I  know  of  no  such  cases  at  present ;  but  if  there  be  any, 
they  concern  not  the  oath  of  canonical  obedience,  which 
obliges  a  minister  only  to  keep  a  good  conscience,  but  it 
may  be  cannot  always  secure  him  from  suffering. 
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But  secondly,  suppose  civilianswereallowed  to  use  the  keys 
m  Eug'Tand;  are  there  no  lay  elders  allowed  in  France  to  exer- 
cise Churcli  discipline,  neither  separately,  nor  conjunctly  with 
others?  He  is  a  great  stranger  to  the  affairs  of  that  Church, 
who  knows  not  that  lay  elders  have  a  decisive  voice  both 
in  Consistories,  Classes,  and  Synods,  whether  it  be  to  make 
new  rules  of  discipline,  or  punish  delinquents  by  the  old 
ones  with  suspension  and  excommunicalion.  I  will  not  so 
much  as  trouble  the  reader  with  a  single  proof  of  this,  be- 
cause it  is  so  plain  and  known  a  case  ;  but  I  wilt  acquaint 
him  with  one  thing, which  I  believe  is  not  so  commonly  known, 
which  is,  that  lay  elders  by  the  Canons  of  three  National 
Synods  successively,  had  power  granted  them  to  exercise 
discipline,  without,  or  against  the  will  of  the  pastor,  so  far 
as  to  suspend  from  the  Lord's  table.  In  the  Synod  of 
Privas,  1612.  Cap.  5.  Art.  II,  a  case  was  moved,  "Whe- 
ther in  those  Churches,  where  there  is  but  one  pastor,  and 
an  appeal  is  brought  against  hitn,  the  elders  may  judge  of 
this  controversy.  And  the  Synod  determined,  that  eldera 
may  judge  of  all  emerging  differences,  yea,  so  far  as  of 
suspension  from  the  Lord's  table,  matters  of  doctrine  and 
eKcommunicalion  only  excepted ;  in  which  two  points  eldera 
may  not  judge  without  their  pastor." 

This  CaooD  was  confirmed  in  the  next  Synod  of  Tonneins, 
1614.  Cap,  6.  Art  3.  Where  it  is  said,  "  In  reading  that 
Articl^,  which  gives  leave  unto  elders,  the  pastor  being 
raftued  and  excepted  at,  to  judge  of  some  emerging  diffe- 
rences, yea,  even  to  suspensiou  from  the  Lord's  Supper,  the 
provioce  of  Lower  Languedoc  demanded  that  there  might 
be  some  mitigation  of  its  rigour.  But  the  assembly  judged 
that  that  Article  should  abide  as  it  was  conceived,  without 
any  alteration  at  all."  The  same  Article  being  by  some 
means  omitted  in  the  transcjipt  of  the  acts  of  that  Synod,  was 
inserted  by  the  following  Synod  of  Vitre,  both  into  the'u*  own 
acta,  and  the  former  Synod  of  Tonneins,  with  an  order,  that 
it  should  abide  in  those  very  self  same  words,  in  which  it  was 
couched  at  first     Synod  of  Vitre,  1617.    Cap.  5.  ArL8. 

Now  let  any  one  judge,  whether  this  does  not  put  the 
exercise  of  Church  discipline  more  into  laymen's  hands,  than 
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CciD  be  preteDded  ki  the  Church  of  England  ?    And  whether 
the  French  ministers,  while  those  Canons  were  in  force, 
were  not  obliged  by  their  oath  of  Canonical  obedience^  lo)f< 
grant  lay  elders  this  power,  and  to  submit  to  their  decisioiif 
and  judgment? 

It  is  true,  the  following  Synod  of  Alez,  1620,  a  little 
moderated  the  rigour  of  this  Canon :  for  they  decreed.  Cap. 
6,  Art.  2,    ^'  that  in  such  a  case,  where  the  pastor  was 
excepted  against,  the  elders  only  by  themselves  should  nol^ 
proceed  to  suspend  any  person  from  the  Lord's  table,  with* 
out  the  presence  and  approbation  of  a  neighbour  pastor/ 
But  still  it  seems  the  pastor  was  to  be  concluded  by  tbeif 
act,  if  a  neighbour  pastor  did  but  consent  to  it.     Whence  H^ 
follows,  that  in  such  cases  every  pastor  was  obliged  by 
Canon  to  take  his  neighbour  pastor  for  his  ordinary,  and  pay  , 
canonical  obedience  to  his  admonition  and  judgment,  ui 
such  things  as  related  to  die  exercise  of  Church  keys:  aod^ 
yet  Mr.  Baxter  makes  this  also  an  objection  against  the  1 
C%iurch  of  England,  that  ministers  promise  at  their  ordina*  J 
tion  to  obey  their  ordinary,  and  other  chief  ministers,  lo  ■ 
whom  is  committed  the  charge  and  government  over  thfdoi^ .. 
that  is  archdeacons,  surrogates,  &c.     As  if  persons  eoH 
powered  with  authority  by  canon,  to  oblige  others  to  sub- 
mit to  their  judicial  acts,  were  not  the  same  things  in 
France  that  they  are  in  EIngland,  whatever  names  they  ait 
called  by. 

^'  But  if  so,  then  we  must  confess  that  the  power  of  the 
keys  is  not  proper  to  a  bishop,  but  may  be  validly  used  by 
a  priest.*'  We  confess  it :  all  priests  by  our  laws  and  CanoiMl 
have  the  ordinary  use  of  the  keys  in  many  cases:  they  adUi 
mit  persons  to  baptism,  and  suspend  them  from  the  Lord^s 
table,  &c.  by  virtue  of  this  power,  and  they  are  judges, 
though  not  sole  judges,  in  thes€(^ cases,  but  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Canons:  other  priests  are  entrusted  with  a  large? 
share  of  this  power,  by  a  more  extraordinary  and  particular 
commission  and  delegation  from  the  bishop  and  the  laws,  to 
proceed  against  delinquents,  even  to  excommunication,  &e. 
Now  what  follows  from  hence?  Nothing  that  I  can  se9,bat 
only  that  it  is  lawful  to  promise  obedience  to  any  chief 
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ministers  thus  legally  empowered,  so  far  as  the  canons  re- 
quire it.  Which  i^  the  direct  contrary,  to  what  Mr.  Baxter 
by  his  argument  intended. 

Bnt  he  says  still,  "  it  is  the  layman  that  dccreeth  the  ex- 
communiration,  wliich  w  the  judicial  act ;  and  when  we  nse 
a  surrogate  priest,  it  is  but  as  an  hireling'  ser\*ant  to  pro- 
nounce the  decree,  to  '  mock  the  Church  with  a  formality.' " 
This  is  a  very  modest  character  of  the  Clmrch  and  surrogate 
priests  together !  Every  rule  of  the  Uhurcli,  and  every  act 
of  a  priest  is  but  a  formality,  when  it  stands  in  the  way  of  a 
keen  objector.  But  be  it  what  it  will,  I  have  shewn  that 
his  censures  hitherto  fall  as  heavy  upon  the  French  Church, 
as  they  do  upon  the  Church  of  England. 

■I.  His  next  reason  againiit  the  oath  is  taken  from  the 
nature  and  frame  of  diocesan  episcopacy,  "  which,"  he  says, 
"  is  unlanful,  lotii  specie,  and  they  dare  not  justify  it  and 
its  several  abuses  by  confederacy  in  such  an  oath."  But  I 
shall  shew,  the  French  Church  had  another  opinion  of  dio- 
cesan episcopacy  and  our  English  bishops,  when  I  come  to 
speak  of  the  Tth  Canon  in  the  4th  chapter  of  this  book ;  and 
therefore  I  iieeil  not  say  any  thing  further  here  of  this  ob- 
jection. 

5.  "  Bishops  are  not  elected  by  the  clergy  and  people 
as  by  ancient  Canons  they  ought  to  be :  therefore  they  are 
usurpers:  wo  cannot  conceive  how  any  man  can  be  th6 
pastor  of  those  that  consent  not ;  therefore  though  we  can 
submit  to  these  and  live  peaceably,  we  cannot  swear  ob^ 
dtcnce  to  them."  By  this  rule  all  the  pastors  of  France  are 
made  usurpers :  for  none  of  them  are  elected  by  tlic  people, 
but  by  classes  or  provincial  Synods,  as  I  ^all  evidently 
make  it  appear  in  the  5th  chapter  of  this  book. 

His  remaining  arguments  are  such  as  these,  which  equally 
affect  the  French  Church;  '1.  "  It  is  the  prerogative  of 
kings  in  nil  nations  to  have  subjects  swear  allegiance  to 
ihem,  and  dangerous  to  make  them  swear  obedience  to 
every  justice  or  inferior  officer.  2.  Subjects  may  be  entau- 
^hd  between  their  oath  to  the  king  and  such  ofiBcera. 
3>  Many  oaths  make  government  a  snare  to  the  conscien- 
I  lious.  4.  Mu(^  swearing  makes  oaths  contemp^ble  and 
o  2 
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brings  in  perj  ury /'  These  would  have  been  exoeUent  reasonv 
in  a  French  Synods  where  every  deputy  swore  for  himself 
and  his  province,  to  submit  to  the  Canons  of  the  Charcb, 
and  where  so  many  oaths  of  canonical  obedience,  notwith- 
standing these  dangers,  were  still  appointed.  But  periiaps 
the  French  Canons  are  more  innocent  than  ours,  as  to  the 
matter  of  them.  That  is  the  only  plea  that  can  bear  the 
face  of  an  argument :  but  I  shall  satisfy  that,  by  examiabg 
and  comparing  the  particular  Canons,  in  the  following 
chapters  of  this  book. 


CHAP.  II. 

I%ai  the  French  Church  allows  no  one  to  call  in  Quesiian 
'    the  Lawfulness  of  any  Part  of  her  Liturgy,  or  Book  of 
Common  Prayer  and  Administration  of  Sacramenis, 
agreeably  to  the  4th  Canon  of  the  Church  of  England, 

The  6rst  Canon  which  is  commonly  objected  against,  is 
in  order  the  4th,  made  against  the  impugners  of  tibe  public 
worship  of  Ood  established  in  the  Church  of  England  in 
these  words,  **  Whosoever  shall  hereafter  aflBrm,  that'  the 
form  of  God^s  worship  in  the  Church  of  England,  established 
by  law,  and  contained  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and 
administration  of  sacraments,  is  a  corrupt,  superstitious,  or 
unlawful  worship  of  God,  or  containeth  any  thing  in  it  that 
is  repugnant  to  the  Scriptures :  let  him  be  excommunicated 
ipso  facto,^'*  See. 

Mr.  Baxter  in  his  case  of  English  Nonconformity,  Cap 
13,  gives  the  Church  very  hard  words  upon  the  account  of 
this  Canon ;  he  charges  it  with  no  less  crimes  than  puri- 
tanism,  pharisaism,  and  popery.  '^  These  men,'"  says  he, 
^*  that  call  themselves  the  Church  of  England,  do  not  only 
justify  a  large  volume  of  forms,  orders,  rubricks  and  calen- 
dars, but  also  force  all  other  men  to  justify  it  all  as  sinless ; 
and  he  idiall  be  no  minister  that  will  not  dio  it,  UQr .  a  Chris- 
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tiao  member  of  the  Church  that  deiiieth  it:  as  if  the  perfec- 
tion of  their  works  were  an  article  of  the  creed,  and  neces- 
wry  lo  salvation  to  be  beheved.  Is  Dot  this  purilanism, 
Pharisaical,  and  a  justification  of  works  V 

It  were  a  rauch  modester  question,  to  ask,  whether  this 
be  not  such  a  rant,  and  run  of  boisterous  style,  as  any  good 
man  that  had  looked  over  his  writings  in  sober  thoughts  a 
Recood  time,  would  have  thought  tit  to  have  softened  and 
corrected "?  But  be  the  charge  what  it  will,  it  holds  no  more 
against  the  Church  of  England,  than  it  does  against  the 
Reformed  Church  of  France,  and  it  may  be  all  other  settled 
Protestant  Churches.  So  that  at  this  rate  of  arguing,  all 
National  Reformed  Churches  shall  be  pliarisces,  puritans 
and  papists  together. 

As  to  the  Church  of  France,  I  have  already  proved, 
that  they  oblige  every  minif^ter  not  only  to  subscribe,  but 
many  times  swear  to  their  Liturgy,  or  Book  of  CommoD 
Prayer,  catechism,  administration  of  sacraments,  &c.  Now 
1  hope  they  would  not  make  men  swear  to  that  which  they 
did  not  at  least  believe  to  be  ajjreeable  to  the  word  of  God, 
and  nere  satisfied  that  it  contained  nothing  in  it  repugnant 
to  the  Scriptures.  Butif  so,  then  they  were  puritans,  phari- 
aees,  and  papists  in  Mr.  Baxter's  account,  for  forcing  men  to 
jUBtifys  large  volume  of  forms,  orders,  rubricks,  &c,  all  as 
ibleBB.  But  the  Church  of  England  forces  the  people  as 
well  BB  the  ministers  to  be  modest,  and  not  rail  at  the  Liturgy 
aa  •  corrnpt,  superstitious,  unlawful  worship,  repugnant  to 
the  word  of  God,  under  pain  of  excommunication.  And  is 
it  not  fit  such  men's  mouths  should  be  stopped,  who  traduce 
and  apeak  evil  of  the  worship  of  God,  to  the  disturbance  of 
the  peace  of  the  Church,  and  detriment  of  piety  and 
religion  ?  Such  were  the  continued  declamations  of  Good- 
mw),  Gilby,  Peory,  and  the  rest  of  that  strain,  which  may  be 
Men  collected  by  Bishop  Bancroft,  in  bis  Book  called  Dan- 
gerous Positions,  &c.  Lib.  2.  and  which  probably  might  give 
occasion  to  the  making  of  this  very  Canon.  But  whatever 
was  the  occasion  of  it,  it  is  the  very  same  in  substance  with 
a  Canon  of  the  French  Church  in  their  Book  of  Discipline, 
cap.  5.  arL  31.  which  is  in  these  words ;  "  If  one  or  mure  of 
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tbe  people  stir  up  conientioB^  and  do  thereby  break  the 
Cbureh's  union  in  any  point  of  doctrine  or  discipJise,  or 
about  the  form  of  eatechising,  or  administration  of  sacra- 
ments,  or  public  prayers,  or  the  celebiation  of .  marriage, 
and  that  private  achnonitions  have  not  been  effectual  reme- 
dies to  appease  them ;  the  Consistory  of  that  place  shall 
endeayour  to  eompose  the  whole  affiur ;  and  in  caae-die  dift- 
senlers  do  not  acquiesce  therein,  the  Consietory  dmli  tntveat 
the  Classis  to  assemble  at  a  convenient  time  and  place,  they 
having  first  engaged  the  said  dissenters  in  express  teims, 
and  upon  record,  to  promise,  that  they  will  not  spread  thw 
opinionis  in  any  manner  or  way  till  the  meeting  of  the 
Classis,  upon  pain  of  being  censured  as  schismatics.  And 
if  they  refuse  to  give  the  said  promises,*  they  shall  be  cen- 
sured for  rebels,  according  to  our  discipline.  Then  it  is  or- 
dered, that  if  the  Classis  cannot  bring  them  to  be  quiet  and 
conform,  they  shall  be  referred  to  a  Provincial  Synod,.  a»d 
from  that  to  a  National  Synod ;  unto  whieh  if  Uiey  refuse 
to  yield  full  obedience,  and  in  express  terms  to  disdaim 
their  recorded  errors,  they  shall  be  0ai  off  by  excommuniea- 
tion  from  the  body  of  our  Church/' 

Does  not  this  Canon  denounce  excommunieation  against 
obstinate  traducers  of  the  French  Liturgy ,  in  as  full  terms  as 
the  Canon  of  the  Church  of  England  ?  The  only  difference 
is,  that  the  one  orders  a  long  process  against  them,  the 
other  proceeds  more  summarily  with  them,  as  supposing  the 
things  in  controversy  to  have  been  sufficiently  argued  and 
handled  already,  and  that  there  need  not  be  recourse  to  a 
Provincial  or  National  Synod  uppn  every  such  occasion. 
Mean  while  all  proper  methods  may  be  used  to  instruct  or 
convince  gainsayers,  notwithstanding  this  excommunication 
ipso  facto  denounced  against  th^n.  And  it  is  further  to  be 
observed,  that  this  Canon  is  not  intended  against  those,  who 
have  scruples  in  their  own  minds,  or  modestly  propose  their 
scruples  to  their  spiritual  guides,  in  order  to  obtain  satisfac- 
tion :  but  against  such  only  as  speak  evil  of  the  Liturgy  with 
scandal  and  offence,  and  witb  a  malicious  design  to  vilify 
and  disparage  it. 
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CHAP.    III. 

TlMtke  French  Church  censures  Impugners  of  her  Articles, 
and  Discipline,  and  Rights,  and  Ceremonies,  according  to 
ths  5th  and  fjth  Cantms  of  the  Church  of  England. 

The  5th  Caoon  is  in  these  words;  "  Whosoever  shall 
'  litreafter  alliriD,  that  any  of  the  nine  and  thirty  articles  are  in 
•oy  part  suiterstititious,  or  erroneous,  or  such  as  may  not 
with  a  good  conscience  be  subscribed  :  let  him  be  excow 
tnunicaied,"  &c. 

The  lith  is  this,  "  Whoever  shall  affirm,  that  the  rites  and 
ceremonies  of  the  Church  of  Eng;Iand  by  law  established, 
ire  wicked,  antichristian,  or  enperstitious,  or  such  as  being 
oonimaDded  by  lawful  authority,  men  whoarezenlously  and 
Godly  affected,  may  not  with  any  g^ood  conscience  approve 
ttem,  use  them,  or  as  occasion  requireth,  subFicribe  unto 
them  :  let  them  be  excommunicated  ipso  facto"  Sec. 

These  Canons  are  to  be  understood  in  the  same  sense  and 
Ittitude  as  the  former.  Every  men  does  not  deserve  excora- 
■uaication  that  has  any  scruples  about  any  of  the  Articles 
M  ceremonies,  or  modestly  and  seasonably  proposes  his 
Muuples  for  information  :  but  the  factious  and  turbulent  may 
deseire  it,  who  declaim  against  every  thing  they  like  not,  as 
wicked,  superntitious  and  antichristian,  and  thereby  scan- 
dalize the  weak,  and  disturb  the  peace  of  the  Church,  and 
destroy  its  union.  Admit  that  some  things  in  the  Articles 
■nd  ceremonies  are  matters  of  small  moment :  yet  it  is  not 
■  thing  of  small  moment  to  break  the  Churcira  peace  by 
raising  contention  about  them.  Suppose  they  be  not  arti- 
cles of  faith,  nor  necessary  to  salvation,  yet  peace  is 
a  necessary  duty,  and  strife  and  contention  great  sins, 
be  the  matters  never  so  small  which  men  contend  about. 
Therefore,  though  men  should  not  deserve  to  be  cast 
out  of  the  Church  for  their  bare  dissent,  yet  they  may  for 
tbeirbotious  and  turbulent  spirits,  for  their  bitterness  and 
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cUmoargy  and  eyil  speakings,  for  their  strifes  and  sections 
and  contentioas  hamours:  for  these  things  will  exclude 
them  firom  the  kingdom  of  heaven.  And  it  can  be  no  Cfime 
to  excommunicate  snch,  who  first  by  their  strife  and  conten* 
tion  excommunicate  themseUes.  Or  if  it  be  a  crimen  it  ia 
sudi  a  one  as  the  National  Oiui^h  of  France^  has  always 
been  guilty  of,  who  by  that  Canon  of  their  B€K>k  of  Diaen 
pline  which  1  but  now  mentioned,  decree,  '*  that  if  one  or 
more  of  the  people  stir  up  contention,  and  do  diefdiy  break 
the  Church's  union  in  any  point  of  doctrine  or  discif^iBe,  or 
about  the  form  of  catechising,  or  administration  of  saeia- 
ments,  or  public  prayers,  &c.  and  cannot  be  wrought  upon 
in  express  terms  to  disclaim  their  errors,  they  shall  be  col  off 
by  excommunication  from  the  body  of  the  Churdi.** 

Is  not  this  to  make  matters  of  small  moment  and  dubioiis. 
Articles  of  the  creed,  and  necessary  to  church  eommmiioiiy 
as  much  as  the  Church  of  EIngland  does?  Are  not  all 
men  cast  out  of  the  Church  that  dissent  from  them  1  Doei 
not  this  excommunication  extend  to  laymen  in  Franeeai 
well  as  England  ?  Is  it  not  as  hareh  there,  to  lay  so  great 
stress  on  every  ceremony  of  the  Church,  as  to  excomimuii- 
cate  eveiy  one  that  calleth  any  one  of  them  unlawfU  ? 
Does  the  Church  of  England  equal  her  constitutions  to  A^ 
ten  commandments  and  the  creed,  any  more  than  theChurdi 
of  Franee  does  ?  And  yet  thus  Mr.  Baxter  argues  against 
these  two  Canons  of  our  Church,  Chap.  24  and  25  of  hia 
Eng.  Nonconform,  and  then  cries  out,  what  is  pharisaicai  if 
this  be  not  ? 

He  might  as  well  have  said,  it  was  Turcism,  Popeiy,  and 
Paganism.  For  what  is  calumny,  if  this  be  not?  Tbe 
Church  of  England  requires  all  her  members,  as  the  Church 
of  France  does,  to  raise  no  contentions  about  her  doctrine 
or  ceremonies,  not  to  impugn  or  traduce  them  as  antichria* 
tian  or  unlawful,  and  thereby  raise  schisms  and  divisioDa 
about  them.  And  this  he  calls  equalling  them  to  the  creed 
and  ten  commandments,  as  if  the  Church  of  England 
required  men  to  take  tKem  all  for  necessary  points  of  faith 
and  terms  of  salvation ;  when  yet  she  does  not  forbid  a 
modest  dissent  from  them,  but  only  men's  expressing  their 
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difisent  in  Buch  a  way  aa  tends  to  create  divisions,  and  draw 
ihem  off  from  her  commmunion.  It  is  one  thing  to  dissent 
and  err  in  opinion,  and  nnoliier  to  express  that  dissent  with 
contempt  and  disdain  either  by  word  or  action.  The  one 
may  desene  pity,  whilst  the  other  calls  for  censures  and 
rebuke.  And  if  the  Church  censure  such  with  excommuni- 
oatioD,  she  does  no  more  than  what  the  Primitive  Church 
did  and  all  other  settled  Cliurches  now  do,  and  what  she 
seems  authoiized  to  do  by  an  Apostolical  Canon,  "Mark 
those  that  cause  divisions  among-  you, -and  avoid  them." 

Dr.  Sutcliff  observed  long  ago,  before  our  Canons  were 
made,  that  the  practice  of  France  and  Geneva  was  very 
•evere  in  this  particular.  "  For  that  John  Morelly  disputed  in 
K  certain  treatise,  that  the  words '  Tell  the  Church'  belonged 
not  to  the  consistory ;  his  book  was  burnt,  and  the  man 
excommunicated.  Two  ministers  at  Geneva  were  deposed 
and  banished  for  speaking  against  usury  allowed  in  that 
state.  And  another  was  glad  to  tly,  for  speaking  against 
unleavened  bread."  SutclifT.  of  Eccl.  Discipl.  c.  7.  secL  5. 
p.  132. 

Monsieur  Amyraui,  Professor  of  divinity  nt  Saumur, 
delivers  it  as  bU  opinion  from  the  chair,  "  That  that  man  is 
not  to  be  reputed  a  Christian,  who  despises  andtrsmples  od 
the  laws  of  the  Church.  Forasmuch  as  they  derogate 
DothiDg  from  christian  liberty,  and  ought  not  to  be  esteemed 
a  slavery,  being  but  few  in  number,  where  the  Church  is 
rightly  governed,  and  such  as  recommend  themselves  to  the 
coDscieDces  of  men ;  so  that  the  faithful  obsetre  them  with 
a  willing  mind."  Amyrald.  Thes.  de  Libert.  Christ,  d.  13. 
inter  Thea.  Salmur. 

By  this  rule  then,  to  rail  at  the  doctrine  of  the  20th  Article, 
which  speaks  of  the  Church's  power  to  decree  rites  and 
ceremonies,  may  be  a  crime  deserving  excommunication. 

Calvin  in  one  of  his  epistles  to  Viret,  p.  61.  speaks  of  a 
certain  petulant  preacher,  called  Maurisius,  who  was  used 
to  vent  in  his  sermons  hitter  invectives  against  the  ministers 
of  Geneva,  and  more  especially  Calvin  himself;  saying, 
that  they  were  worse  than  the  papists,  and  taught  false  doc- 
trine contrary  to  tlie  word  of  God,  &c.     Now  it  came  to  be 
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ft  qseslioii  ftmoDg*  Cahrin  and  his  coUeagtieSy  friiaA  eontm 
sboaM  be  taken  with  him  ?  Calvin  was  not  very  ferwafd  1^ 
hare  him  eensoredy  because  of  some  personal  r^eetiaii 
made  opon  himself;  bat  the  rest  were  argent  tor  it,  .aayinf; 
**  It  was  not  to  be  any  longer  endared,  that  the  commov  doe- 
trine  of  the  Charch  should  be  publieiy  traduced  and  oob^ 
deamed,  and  they  see  and  hear  and  take  no  notice  of  it  tktt 
nlierins  ferendum,  ui  jmblice  nohts  videniihus  et  sttenHl^ 
damnetur  communis  EcclesuB  nostra  Dactrina,^  p.  99. 

Calrin  says  in  another  of  his  epistles,  that  ft  is  one  rsM 
in  the  Geneva  discipline,  *'  That  if  any  one  spreads  opinioM 
contrary  to  the  received  doctrine  of  the  ChuTch,  and  persM 
obstinately  in  them,  he  is  to  be  suspended  from  the  Lovfit 
Table,  and  complained  of  to  the  senate  also/^  And  tiM# 
*'  the  senate  may  proceed  against  him  as  a  contumacioii^ 
rebel,  and  despiser  of  the  Chureh's  c^nsnres.*^  Rjp.  d^ 
Magistr.  Genevens.  p.  76  et  77.  ••*' 

This,  I  am  sure,  is  as  much,  if  not  something  more  liktf 
the  present  Canons  speak  of,  which  are  so  disliked  in  tfN^ 
Church  of  England.  *    > 


CHAP.  IV. 

Of  the  1th  Canon  of  the  Church  of  England:  thai  th* 
French  Church  aUaws  of  the  EngKsh  Diocesan  Episeo-^- 
pacy,  and  thinks  it  lawful  to  submit  to  the  Authoriifatut 
Jurisdiction  of  Bishops,  and  condemns  those  mho  eoit 
them  Antichristian, 


Thb  principal  thing  in  which  the  Church  of  France 
to  difier  from  the  Church  of  England,  is  in  the  point  of 
Church  government.  They  allow  no  pastor  to  have  saxf 
primacy  or  superiority  over  another ;  but  by  the  dOth  Articki 
of  their  Confession,  declare  them  all  to  be  of  equal  aotho^ 
rity  and  power.  But  then  they  do  not  condemn  otbflp 
Churches  whidi  have  this  inequality  among  their  ministenr; 
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nor  do  ibey  refuse  to  communicate  with  them,  nor  to  sul>-  ■ 
mit  to  episcopal  government  in  those  Churches  where  it  i» 
legally  established,  if  we  may  believe  either  their  8ynods 
or  the  bettt  ndTOcntes  of  their  CRuse. 

The  Synod  of  Tonncins,  Itil-I,  has  a  whole  chapter  about 
expedicntfi  for  re-unittug  the  Protestant  Churches  into  one 
entire  body  and  cororaunion  with  one  another.  One  of  tli«s» 
expedients  is  this,  "  That  concerning'  ceremonies  and 
Church  g'ovemment,  a  mutual  declaration  t^hali  be  made  by 
the  deputies  appointed  lo  treat  of  this  union,  by  which,  in 
the  names  of  their  principals,  ihoy  shall  declare,  that  the- 
Churches  shall  not  judge  or  condemn  one  another  for  thiS' 
difference;  it  not  hindering;  our  mutual  agreement  in  the 
•ame  true  faith  and  doctrine,  and  that  for  alt  this,  we  may 
cordially  embrace  each  other  as  true  believers  and  joint 
ntembers  of  one  and  the  same  body.  And  as  a  pledge  of 
this  their  mutual  concord,  the  Lord's  supper  shall  be  cele- 
brated, wherein  the  pastors  from  England  and  the  other  n a* 
tions  shall  all  mutunllv  communicate  together."  Syuod  of 
Tonneins,  1614.  Cap.  18.  Art.  7. 

Peter  du  Moulin  waa  an  emiDent  professor  of  the  French 
Church  about  this  time,  and  he  wrote  an  apology  for  the 
ConfesMOD  of  Faith  against  Arooux,  the  Jesuit,  where  he 
delirera  his  judgment  to  the  same  purpose  in  these  words ; 
"  As  touching  ecclesiastical  policy,  we  do  not  refuse  to  ac- 
knowledge those  for  pure  and  true  Churches,  where  equality 
of  ministers  is  not  observed ;  because  we  enteem  not  this' 
order  to  be  a  point  of  faith,  nor  a  doctrine  tending  to  salva- 
tioo.  We  live,  God  be  praised,  in  brotherly  concord  with' 
the  neighbouring  Churehet,  which  observes  another  form, 
and  where  bishops  have  some  superiority." 

I  know,  that  under  pretence  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land bath  another  form  of  disciphne  than' ours  is,  "  our  ad- 
versaries (the  papists)  charge  us  that  our  religion  is' divers. 
Bat  experience  oonfuteth  this  accusation  ;  for  we  assemble 
with  the  Englid)  men  in  their  churches,  we  participate  to- 
gether in  the  holy  snpper  of  our  Lord:  the  dootrine  of  their 
confession  is  wholly  agreeable  unto  ours.  The  most  excel- 
lent servants  of  God  in  our  Churches,  Peter  Martyr,  Calvin, 


204  THB  FEXNGU   OHURCH's  IPOLOGT 

ZancbiuSy  Beza,  &c.  have  often  written  letters  foil  of  respect 
and  amity  to  the  prelates  of  England."* 

He  abuseth  bimself,  who  believeth  that  the  word  bishopi 
used  in  the  Holy  Scripture,  is  odious  in  our  Churches ;  *'  aod 
our  adversaries  unjustly  accuse  us  to  be  enemies  of  the  epis- 
copal order.  For  we  must  be  altogether  ignorant  in  history, 
if  we  do  not  know  that  antiquity  speaks  honourably  of  tint 
degree.  Eusebius,  in  his  chronicle,  witnesseth  that  a  year 
after  our  Lord'*s  death,  James,  our  Lord's  brother,  was  esti* 
blished  Bishop  of  Jerusalem ;  and  that  ten  years  aft^i 
Euodius  was  created  Bishop  of  Antioch;  and  that  after 
James  succeeded  Simon  in  the  bishoprick  of  Jerusaleiii» 
from  whence  descended  the  succession  of  bishops  in  Jem* 
salem.  St  Jerom,  in  his  Book  of  Ecclesiastical  WrilMi 
saith  thftt  Poiycarp,  St.  John^s  disciple,  was  by  that  AposUe 
made  Bishop  of  Smyrna.  In  the  same  book  he  saith,  tbst 
St.  Paul  established  Timothy  Bishop  of  Ephesus,  and  Titus  ^ 
Bishop  of  Crete.  And  TertuUian,  in  the  32d  chapter  of  the  ^ 
Book  of  Prescriptions,  calleth  those  Churches,  Apostolical 
Churches,  and  buds  and  sprigs  of  the  Apostles,  whose 
bishops  were  established  by  the  Apostles,  &o.^^ 

After  a  deal  more  to  Uie  same  purpose,  he  concludes 
thus :  **  All  these  allegations,^'  says  he,  **  tend  to  shew,  that 
notwithstanding  the  diversity  of  ecclesiastical  policy,  two 
particular  Churches  may  live  in  peace  and  concord  under 
the  band  of  one  faith  and  religion ;  and  that  if  sometimes 
we  speak  against  the  authority  of  bishops,  we  condemn  not 
episcopal  order  in  itself,  but  speak  only  of  the  corruption 
which  the  Church  of  Rome  has  induced  into  it,**  &c.  Mou- 
lin*s  Buckler  of  Faith,  p.  345,  Ed^Lopd.  1631. 

If  this  learned  person  rightly  understood  and  represented 
the  doctrine  of  the  French  Church,  in  whose  name  he  speaks, 
their  doctrine  is,  that  though  episcopal  superiority  be  not 
expressly  commanded  in  the  New  Testament,  yet  Uiere  are 
some  instances  of  it  in  apostolical  practice,  and  that  it  is 
agreeable  to  the  practice  of  all  antiquity :  that  it  is  not  to 
be  condemned  in  those  Churches  which  retain  it ;  and  that 
they  would  willingly  and  heartily  have  submitted  to  bishops, 
had  bishops  been  their  reformers. 
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This  inclination  of  theirs  to  submit  to  episcopal  govern- 
ment, is  further  e\ident  from  their  ready  compliance  to  some 
motions  of  this  kind  that  were  actually  made  to  them ;  par- 
ticularly to  that  proposal  made  by  the  Bishop  of  Troyes,  of 
which  Peter  Martyr  g-ives  us  an  account  in  an  epistle  to 
Beza,  at  the  end  of  his  common  places.   It  is  as  remarkable 
a  passage  as  any  that  occurs  in  the  whole  history  of  the 
Reformation,  and  therefore  I  will  insert  it  in  his  own  words. 
^  Trqj€e  numerosa  est  admodum  ecclesia  et  indies  augetur. 
Bfiseopusjam  Christi  regnum  serio  promavet ;  nee  tantum 
tuas  ores  ipse  pure  docet^  sed  quia  ei  gravis  scrupulus  in^ 
jeetus  est  de  sua  vocatione,  qudd  in  ed  Ecclesia  et  populi 
HeeHanem  seu  confirmationem  non  habuerit,  ideo,  seniores 
Beelesi^B  ReformattB  accersivit,  rogavitque  ut  pie  ae  pru^ 
denier  dispicerenty  an  eum  vettent  eligere,  confirmare  ac  pro 
tpiscopo  habere?    Quod  si  judicarent faciendum,  se  datu- 
rum  operam,  ut  sicut  capit  ita  pergeret  ecclesiam  sibi  com- 
nissam  docendo  et  hortando  pro  viribus  nedificare  et  augere. 
8m  vero  existimarent  ilium  minus  idoneum  ad  tantum  mu- 
tM,  libere  atque  aperte  dicerent,  se  autem  paratum  esse 
loco  cedere,  modo  ei  liceat  in  Ecclesid  Reformatd  vivere 
JHxta  sanctam  evangelii  disciplinam.    Rogavitque  ut  ed  de 
n  mature  cum  Ecclesid  deliberarent :  quod  cum  factum 
met,  ab  omnibus  unanimiter  ut  vcrus  episcopus  agnitus  est 
et  receptur:.     Quare  illius  authoritas  et  pietas  multum  Ec- 
tlesuB  Christi  commodat:  Deus  laudetur  qui  ad  hunc  mo- 
dum  Filii  sui  regnum  gubernat  et  dirigitJ*^    Pet.  Mart.  Ep. 
57.  ad  Bezam,  an.  1501.  p.p.  1 143. 

"  JTie  Church  of  Troy  es  is  very  great  and  increases  daily. 
The  Bishop  thereof  is  now  become  a  zealous  promoter  of 
ike  kingdom  of  Christy  and  instructs  his  flock  in  the  purity 
of  the  Gospel.  But  having  a  scruple  upon  him  about  his 
calling,  because  he  had  not  the  election  and  confirmation  of 
ike  Church  and  people  concurring  to  it,  he  therefore  sent 
for  the  elders  of  the  Reformed  Church,  and  desired  them  to 
consult  among  themselves,  prudently  and  piously,  whether 
they  might  elect,  confirm,  and  accept  of  him  for  their 
bishop  ?  If  they  did,  he  would  then  go  on,  as  he  had  be- 
gun,  to  edify  and  augment  to  the  utmost  of  his  power  the 
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Church  committed  to  his  charge.  But  if  they  thought  him 
not  qualified  for  so  great  a  toorh^  they  should  dealfiredf 
and  flanUy  with  him :  for  in  that  casSy  he  was  resolved  to 
resign  his  bishoprich,  and  live  as  a  private  Christian  amosf 
them.  He  pressed  them  again  to  deliberate  upon  the  mah 
ter  with  the  whole  Church,  and  take  their  most  mature  sir 
vice  upon  it.  fVhich  when  they  had  done,  he  was  uoiiii- 
mously  aeknowledged  and  reoeived  by  them  all  a*  a  tnia 
bishop :  and  his  authority  and  piety  did  great  service  t€  Ae 
Church  of  Christ :  praised  be  God,  who  takes  these  methtA 
to  govern  and  advance  the  kingdom  of  his  SonJ* 

Can  we  have  a  fuller  testknoDy,  ekber  of  the  asefaiaMi 
of  episcopal  autbority,  or  of  the  willingness  and  rea^fiaeii 
of  the  Freneh  to  have  submitted  to  it,  could  they  baye  beso 
so  happy  as  to  have  had  it  quietly  settled  amon^  then! 
But  it  was  their  misfortuue  at  first,  that  they  could  not  bate 
it,  though  their  iucliDatioiis  led  them  to  embrace  it     Fomo 
sooner  did  the  popish  party  hear  of  the  least  suspioioB  af 
any  bishop^s  leaning  towards  the  protestant  cause,  but  iai>- 
mediately  the  whole  power  both  of  France  and  Rome  was 
armed  agaiMt  them.    Thuanus  tells  us,  that  this  example  ot 
Caraocioli  {for  that  was  the  bishop's  name)  was  lodked 
upon  by  the  adverse  party  to  be  a  matter  of  such  daagerons 
consequence,  that  they  laboured  with  all  their  might  to  roiii 
him,  and  never  ceased  till  they  had  prevailed  with  the  king 
to  force  him  to  quit  his  station.    Thuan.  tom.  ii.  an.  1S6I. 
lib.  23.  p.  48. 

The  popish  authors  themselves  tell  us,  there  were  about 
this  time  several  other  bishops  in  France,  who  were  well 
wishers  to  the  Reformation,  such  as  Odet,  Coiinius,  Cardi- 
nal Castilion,  theAdmiraFs  brother;  Johannes  Mobhitt, 
Bishop  of  Valence ;  Sanromanus,  Bishop  of  Aix  ;  Johannes 


*  Matthias  Jagao,  Bishop  of  Brmndeburg,  was  a  ProtesUot,  and  derigned 
to  have  ordained  George,  Prince  of  Anhault,  Bishop  of  Mersbarg,  Imt  dkd 
before  lie  oould  perform  it.  Wittenbal.  Daty  of  Preaching,  c  S.  p.  708.  cHm 
Georg.  Aohaolt.  Prsfat.  de  Ordia.  p.  02. 

Upon  this  necessity,  George  was  ordained  Bishop  of  Mersbarg  by  PWj 
byters.    Melanethon  penned  his  Letters  Testimonial.    See  Melch.  Adam. 
Vtt.  Germ.  Theol.  p.  S46. 


nrbanson,  Bishop  of  PaniierR;  Johannes  de  Sangelasio, 
ishop  of  Utica;  Francis  de  Noailles,  Bishop  of  Aquae  Au- 
iistse;  Carolus  Gillarius,  Bisliopof  Charlre«,  together  with 
ewis  d'Albert  iiod  Claudius  KegiDus,  two  Bishop!*  of  the 
erritory  of  Bern  under  the  Protestant  Queen  of  Navarre, 
ut  no  sooner  did  they  in  the  least  shew  themselves  favout- 
s  of  that  way,  hut  they  were  presently  accused  of  heresy, 
id  cited  to  appear  before  the  Consistory  of  (he  Inquisition 
;  Rome,  where  three  of  them  were  deprived,  and  the  rest 
ispended,  till  they  should  make  iheir  personal  appearance, 
nd  clear  themselves  of  the  heresy  laid  to  their  charge, 
liis  opposilioD  made  most  of  them  draw  back  and  recant, 
nd  so  they  kept  their  bishopricks:  hut  Cardinal  Castilion, 
nd  San^elasius,  with  the  Bishop  of  Troyes,  turned  Pro- 
estants,  and  continued  for  some  time  to  act  as  bishops,  but 
t  last  were  forced  by  the  secular  power  to  withdraw,  and 
•etake  themselves  to  a  private  station. 

Spoudanus  is  our  author  for  all  this,  An.  1563.  n.  21.  And 
onie  intimations  of  the  same  thing  are  given  by  Thuanus, 
ib.  35.  Homerus  Tortora  Hist.  Franc,  lib.  3,  Gabutius 
^it.Pii.  5.  lib.  2,  cap.  4.  Catellus  Hist.  Occitan.  et  Onu- 
^riua  Vit.  Pii.  4.  Out  of  whom  Spondanus  collects  his 
listory. 

Lulher  dedicates  his  Forma  Mis^o;.  in  usum  Eccleaix 
iVitteberg;.  to  Hausman,  Bishop  of  Cygnea  Ecclesia,  who 
ippears  to  have  been  an  encourager  of  the  Reformation, 
lather.  Oper.  torn.  2. 

Luther  in  his  Epistle  to  Spalatinum,  t.  2.  p.  1^3,  cited  by 
Scaltetus,  Aonnl.  Evangel.  Decad.  1  An.  1524.  p.  204.  says, 
'  Epucopus  latuietn  unas  Chrislo  nomcndedit,  et  evangeli- 
nt  in  Prussia,  nempe  Sambiensis,  quern  fovet  ac  erudil 
Joannes  Jirismannus,  quem  illuc  misimus,  abjecto  cucullo. 
Vl  et  Prussia  regno  Satante  valedieere  incipiai."  Scultetus 
iiAs,"  Episcopus  isle /nil  Georgius  de  Polentia,  cut  Lu^ 
Atrm  Cemmentarium  swum  in  Geneain  ingeripsit^ 

Lather  aud  Melanctbon  wrote  lettera  of  cotDowndation  to 
Joha  Tburzo,  Bishop  of  Breslsw,  in  Bilesia,  nbo  was  a  fii- 
.TMnr  of  the  Reformation.  Their  letters  are  in  Scultetua' 
AnntU,  ao.  1520.  p.  59.  &c. 


208  TUB  PRBNOH   CBUBCH's  APOLOOT 

MelancthoD^s  woids  are  very  remarkable.  ''  Out  unu 
nobis,  quod  sciam  equidem,  in  Germanid  Epucopi  vopo 
hijfta  absohUii,  Anetoriiaie,  LiteriSy  ae  Pieiaie.  Quod  s 
resfubUea  decern  haherei  tut  similes  mfft/^paSfuoviCf  itoii  dm 
biiarem  renasci  Ckrisium.^'' 

Scultetos  adds,  p.  63,  that  the  Bishop  died,  before  be  it* 
ceiled  those  letters,  on  the  2d  of  Augnst,  1520.  Upon 
which  Luther  gloried,  that  this  excellent  Bishop  died  a  Plro- 
testant  **  Ideo  Luiherus  ghriaiur  Episeopum  kmme  eftt 
mum  in  Fide  EvangeUed  moriuum  esseJ*''  Ex  torn.  2.  l^piit. 
Luther,  p.  7. 

By  this  we  see,  it  was  not  any  aversion  the  Frendi  Pln^ 
testants  had  to  episcopacy  in  general,  but  rather  the  iniqio^ 
of  the  times,  that  hindered  bishops  from  being  settlei 
among  them.  And  Dr.  du  Moulin,  son  of  the  tuaum 
Peter,  before  mentioned,  confirms  this  by  another  instaae 
in  the  case  of  the  Bishop  of  Meaux  and  some  others.  Prt 
fac»  to  his  father's  Book,  called.  The  Novelty  of  Popeij 
p.  3.  "  How  soon,''  says  he,  "  both  pastors  and  peopi 
may  be  brought  to  submit  to  bishops,  hath  been  tried  fay  ik 
Bi^iop  of  Troyes,.and  that  of  Meaux,  who,  as  soon  he  the 
began  to  forsake  the  errors  of  popery,  were  acknowledge 
by  the  Protestant  Churches  within  the  verge  of  their  jvii 
diction  for  their  diocesans.  The  Archbishop  of  Vienna  an 
Bishop  of  Orleans  were  once  about  to  have  done  as  mud 
and  would  have  found  the  like  obedience  from  the  Protei 
tant  party ;  but  the  great  stream  of  the  State  proved  to 
strong  for  them  to  swim  against" 

He  tells  us  further,  there  was  a  time  when  some  o{  thei 
prime  men,  feeling  the  inconveniences  that  follow  the  wan 
of  ecclesiastical  subordination,  moved  Cardinal  RidieGea  t 
place  it  among  them  by  his  authority,  pretending  that  i 
would '  bring  them  nearer  to  the  Roman  Church :  but  h 
flatly  denied  to  give  way  to  it,  and  told  them,  **  If  you  ha 
that  order,  you  would  look  too  like  a  Church."    lb.  p.  2. 

The  same  author  gives  us  there  also  the  judgment  of  tha 
eminent  Lord  du  Plessis  Mornay,  whose  learning  and  go 
vernment  made  him  equally  Ceunous  in  the  French  Churol 
**  His  opinion  was,  that  though  presbyterian  govemmei 
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i  agree  ¥eiy  well  with  popolar  flate*,  such  M  Gteneta 
iwitzerland ;  yet  io  kingdoms  and  monardiiefyepMOO* 
tyverament  was  rather  to  be  ehosen,  to  sustain  the  dig- 
>f  the  Choroh,  and  shelter  it  from  oppressioDy^' .  Ac 
p.  8. 

whieh  proves,  that  though  the  Freneh  Protestants 
willing  to  justify  their  own  government  as  an  aUow->- 
hing  among  themselves ;  yet  they  were*fitr  from  crying 
episcopacy  as  antichristian,  or  pulling  down  bishops 
y  to  set  up  themselves.  Calvin  himself  was  as  hat  from 
•  any  man,  .witness  that  solemn  declaration  of  his,  in 
Bok,  De  Necesnitate  Reformandn  Eoclesisd.  '  **  Ttdem 
Na  0xhibeant  hierarehiam,  in  qud  me  ewUneami  eptis* 

mi  Christo  subes$e  $^m  rscuseii^— «/  ab  iUo  ianqumm 
y€!apiie  pendeani,  et  ai  iymm  refnretUwt  'htm  nmllo 
muUhewuUe  digno$  fateor,  si  qui  ermni  qui  mm  earn 
mihry  mimm&qite  obedimUid  eiaerveni.  Oitw  ustmek 
trmrehy!'*  says  he,  **  in  wkiek  bishapM  presides  wluhmre 
M io  Chriei,  and  Him  alone  a$  their  only  Head;-  amd 
I  will  own  no  curse  too  bad  for  him  thai  ehM  not  pap 
tmost  respect  and  obedience'  to  such  an  hierarehyMS, 
Tom.  8.  p.  60.  -w- 

sa  was  of  the  same  mind,  with  relation  particularly  Is 
lishops  of  England:  **  The  Church  of  England/'  says 
after  the  reformation,  was  supported  and  stood  by  the 
nrity  of  archbishops  and  bishops,  of  which  order  she 
nany,  not  only  famous  martyrs,  but  excellent  doctors 
pastors ;  and  may  she  for  ever  enjoy  that  singular 
mg  of  God  upon  her.  Fruaiur  sane  istd  singulari 
\enificenti&j  qua  utinam  ei  sit  perpetual  Beza  Resp. 
irav.  cap.  18. 

e  truth  18,  Calvin  and  Beza,  and  the  French  Church 
p  such  a  government  and  discipline  at  the  reformation, 
s  state  of  their  affairs  would  bear ;  but  they  never  abso- 
f  condemned  episcopacy,  or  thought  their  iown  model 
it  to  be  a  rule  to  other  Churches.  Beza  expressly  dis- 
is  that  as  a  false  and  slanderous  imputation  in  any  that 
Id  say,  **  They  prescribed  their  own  example  to  be  fol- 
d  by  any  other  Church,  like  those  ignorant  men,  who 
L.  vui.  p 
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think  nothing  right  done  but  what  they  do  thiMntmlTes."' 
Beza,  Ibid.  cap.  21. 

So  that  if  any  zealots  among  the  French  have  either  con- 
demned episcopal  government  as  unlawful,  or  soug4it  to 
impose  their  own  form  as  necessary  upon  other  Churches; 
they  had  no  authority  for  so  doings  either  from  Aeir  first 
reformers,  or  their  National  Synods,  or  the  beat  writers  te 
their  own  Church,  who,  as  I  have  shewn,  hare  idiwayi 
spoken  honourably  of  the  Bngliidi  diocesan  episoopaey,ted 
expressed  themselves  ready  to  submit  to  such  a  form  of 
government,  if  ever  it  could  have  been  settled  among  thMI; 
Let  but  the  same  temper  and  moderation  be  shewn  by  oar 
English  dissenters,  and  then  this  controversy  about  bitSiofit 
must  needs  have  an  end :  but  whilst  they  continue  to  deeiy 
episcopacy  as  antichristian,  and  seek  to  destroy  the  order  as 
unlawful,  and  invade  the  power  of  bishops  by  ordaining 
ministers,  againiPt  their  autliority  legally  settled  among'tais; 
they  may  not  flatter  themselves  to  think  their  case  is  dia 
same  widb  that  of  the  French  Church  :  for  if  there  be  Mjr 
truth  in  what  I  have  now  discoursed,  their  practice  in  -eVeit 
point  does  manifestly  contradict  it.  Calvin  himself  vroUMi 
not  have  scrupled  to  subscribe  the  7th  Canon  of  our  ChiiMl^ 
which  says,  ^'  Whosoever  shall  hereafter  affirm,  that  the 
government  of  the  Church  of  England  under  his  Majesty 
by  archbishops,  bishops,  deans,  archdeacons,  and  the  rest 
that  bear  office  in  the  same,  is  antichristian  or  repugiiantto 
the  word  of  Qod  ;  let  him  be  excommunicated^  ipso  fcM^ 
&C.'*  For  what  does  he  say  less  in  those  words  which  f 
have  cited  before,  '^  Nvilo  non  AnaShemate  dignosfkiear^ 
&c.  /  can/ess  no  excommunication  too  bcLdfor  them,  diat 
will  not  pay  the  utmost  respect  and  obedience  to  euA  an 
hierarchy  as  that/'  If  it  be  said,  that  Calvin  mentions  nei- 
ther archbishops,  deans,  nor  archdeacons,  nor  the  rest  that 
bear  office  in  the  Church  of  England :  it  is  true ;  but  he  HuA 
approves  of  bishops  as  settled  in  England,  does  Tirtaally 
and  consequentially  approve  of  all  the  rest  mentioned  in 
that  Canon,  and  may  with  a  safe  conscience  submit  to  thetf 
government,  as  not  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God. 

It  is  certain  the  French  authors  themselves  thus  under^ 
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Ktjind  Calvin,  qs  speaking'  of  the  English  hierarchy.  Mon- 
sieur dc  i'Ang-lo,  minister  of  the  French  Church  at  Charen- 
ton,  in  his  letter  to  the  Bishop  of  London,  1690,  cites  hit 
nuthorily  to  the  same  purpose  thnt  !  hnvo  done.  "  Since 
the  Church  of  England,"  says  he,  "  is  a  true  Church  of  our 
Lord ;  sioce  her  worship  and  doctrines  are  pure,  and  have 
nothing' in  them  contrurj^  to  the  word  of  God;  and  since 
that  when  theroformation  was  there  received,  itvrasreceived 
together  with  episcopacy,  and  with  the  eirtabtishment  of  the 
liturgij-  and  ceremonies,  wliich  are  there  in  use  at  this  day; 
It  IS  without  doubt  the  duty  of  all  the  reformed  in  your  realm, 
to  keep  themselves  inseparably  united  to  the  Church.  And 
those  that  do  nut  this,  upon  pretence  that  they  desire  more 
simplicity  in  their  ceremonies,  and  less  inc(juality  among  the 
mioisteTS,  do  certainly  commit  a  very  great  sin.  For  schism 
is  the  most  formidable  evil  that  can  befal  the  Church  :  and 
for  the  avoiding  of  this.  Christian  charity  obliges  ail  good 
men  to  bear  with  their  brethren,  in  some  things  much  lem 
tolerable  than  those  now  in  dispute  ought  to  seem,  even  ia 
the  eyes  of  those  that  have  the  most  aversion  for  them. 
This  was  ho  much  the  opinion  of  our  great  and  excellent 
Celvm,  that  in  his  treatise  of  the  necessity  of  the  reformation, 
he  makes  bo  difficulty  to  say,  that  if  there  should  be  any  so 
nnreasonable,  as  to  refuse  the  communion  of  a  Church  that 
was  pure  in  ils  worship  and  doetrino,  and  not  to  submit 
himself  whh  lespect  to  its  government,  under  pretence  that 
H  had-tetained  an  episcopRcy  qualified  as  yours  is,  there 
iroald'be  DO  censure  nor  rigour  of  discipline  that  ought  not 
to  b«  •Hrcised  upon  them."* 

T»  this  I  add  the  testimony  of  Monsieur  Daille,  shewn 
me  by  the  kind  information  of  a  learned  and  worthy  person 
of  Ibat  Church,  in  his  book  called,  Replique  a  Mewieur* 
Admm  ef  Cuttihy,  part  3.  c.  20.  p.  261,  he  says,  "  Calvin 
himeelf  honoured  all  bishops  that  were  not  subjects  of  the 
Pope,  aadtiut  taught  the  pure  and  sincere  doctrine  of  the 
■poMes,  pni^ed  from  the  leaven  of  human  traditions ;  such 
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as  were  the  prelates  of  England,  Cranmer  Archbishop  of  Can 
terbury ;  Hooper  Bishop  of  Worcester,  and  others.  We  our- 
sehes  also  have  ever  maintained,  and  do  still  maintain,  the 
same  Christian  communion  in  faith  and  charity  with  their  suc- 
cessors, notwithstanding  the  different  manner  of  ecclesiastical 
government,  that  is  found  betwixt  them  and  us.  We  confess 
that  the  foundation  of  their  charge  is  good  and  lawful,  esta- 
blished by  the  Apostles,  according  to  Uie  command  of  Christ, 
in  the  Churches  which  they  founded.'^  And  this  he  says  is  the 
difference  betwixt  bishops,  and  the  Pope  and  monks^  **  That 
the  latter  were  never  instituted  by  Jesus  Christ,  nor  by  his 
Apostles ;  nor  can  there  any  footsteps  of  their  order  be 
found,  either  in  the  word  of  God,  or  in  the  genuine  monu- 
ments of  the  Ancient  Church/^ 

The  title  of  the  chapter  has  the  same  words :  ''  There  is 
this  grand  difference  between  bishops,  and  the  Pope  and 
monks.  Que  VEpiscopat  est  insiitui  de  Dteu,  thai  episcth- 
piicy  is  instituted  of  God;  but  popes  and  monks  are  the 
inventions  of  men,  and  are  the  authors  of  disorder  and 
abuses/' 

This  plainly  refers  the  original  of  episcopacy  to  Apostoli- 
cal and  Divine  institution.  Some  o\hers,  I  confess,  among 
whom  is  Lud.  Capellus  and  Rivet,  do  not  carry  it  so  high, 
but  derive  it  only  from  ecclesiastical  order :  yet  they  all  agree 
in  this,  that  to  make  a  separation  in  a  Church  upon  the 
account  of  episcopacy,  where  it  is  regularly  settled,  and 
reformed  according  to  the  model  of  the  Ancient  Church,  is 
criminal  schism,  and  a  breach  of  the  unity  and  peace  of  the 
Church.  Dr.  Rivet  says  expressly,  "  ThiU  if  Aerius  sepa- 
rated from  the  Church  for  the  distinction  of  superiors  and 
inferiors,  he  was  a  bold  and  schismatical  man  ;  because  such 
distinction  was  introduced  into  the  Church  at  least  by 
human  order,  upon  very  just  and  reason^able  causes,  and  is 
no  ways  contrary  to  the  faith.  Audaxfuit  et  schismaticu$ 
Aerius,  siob  inferiorum  ac  superiorum  distinctionem,  fidei 
non  contrariam,  ac  cequis  de  cav^is  humand  Instiiutione 
introductam,  se  ab  Ecclesid  separavit.'^  Rivet.  Cathol. 
Orth.  tract.  1 .  q.  23.  n.  6. 

I  leave  those  who  are  concerned  to  make  the  application. 


Ai 

Off 
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CHAP.  V. 

Of  the  8ih  Canon :  thai  the  French  Church  does  not  impugn 
fmr  Form  of  ordaining  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons, 
Of  say  they  are  not  true  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons, 
isho  are  ordained  by  it,  until  they  have  some  other  Calling: 
that  they  allow  not  the  People  in  France  to  choose  their 
omn  Pastors,  S^c. 

The  words  of  the  8th  Canon  are,  *^  Whosoever  shall  aCBrm 
or  teach,  that  the  form  and  manner  of  making  and  eonsecra- 
Ing  bishops^  priests,  and  deacons,  contains  any  thing  in  it 
dMit  is  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God  ;  or  that  they,  who  are 
■ide  bishops^  priests  and  deacons  in  that  form,  are  not  law- 
Mly  made^  nor  ought  to  be  accounted  either  by  themselves 
orotbers^  to  be  truly  either  bishops,  priests,  or  deacons, 
QUil  they  have  some  other  calling  to  those  divine  offices, 
Itl  him  be  excommunicate,^'  &c. 

The  doctrinal  part  of  this  canon  is  the  very  same  with  the 
88lh  article,  which  says,  '^  The  Book  of  Consecration  of 
archbishops  and  bishops,  and  ordering  of  priests  and  dea- 
cons, set  forth  in  the  time  of  Edward  the  6th,  and  confirmed 
it  the  same  time  by  authority  of  Parliament,  doth  contain  all 
things  necessary  to  such  consecration  and  ordering :  neither 
hath  it  any  thing  that  of  itself  is  superstitious  and  ungodly. 
And  therefore  whosoever  are  consecrated  or  ordered  accord- 
bg  to  the  rites  of  that  book,  or  hereafter  shall  be  conse- 
crated or  ordered  according  to  the  same  rites,  we  decree  all 
such  to  be  rightly  and  orderly  and  lawfully  consecrated  and 
ordered." 

So  that  every  one,  who  can  subscribe  the  doctrine  of  this 
•rticle,  must  needs  allow  the  same  to  be  true  in  the  Canon 
tlso.  But  I  have  proved  before  in  the  Second  Book,  chap. 
1.  &c.  that  the  French  Church  allows  our  Articles,  bodi 
in  general  and  particular,  as  lawful  to  be  subscribed ;  and  I 
have  made  it  appear  in  the  very  last  chapter  before  this,  that 
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the  French  have  no  exception  against  our  diocesan  bishops, 
or  their  ordination.  So  that  the  only  difficulty,  which  seems 
to  remain,  is  as  to  practice :  whether  it  be  fit  to  excomnm- 
nicate  such  as  vent  their  dislike  of  our  bishops,  priests,  or 
deacons,  in  such  a  way  as  the  Canon  specifies ;  that  is,  who 
say  they  are  sp  unlawful  and  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God» 
as  that  Ibey  ougbt  not  to  be  taken  for  lawful  bishope,  pcieste 
or  deacons,  until  they  have  some  other  calling  to  their  re- 
spective offices  1  We  say,  they  deserve  excommiinioatioD ; 
but  Mr.  Baxter  says,  no  ;  and  undertakes  their  apology,  a«d 
offers  reasons  against  the  Canon.  I  will  first  shew  hrisflyi 
what  reason  there  was  for  making  the  Canon,  and  then 
examine  his  reasons  against  it. 

Bishop  Bancroft,  in  his  book,  called  Dangerous  Posilioiiiy 
tells  us,  it  was  beoome  a  common  practice  in  Queen  Eliv^ 
beth's  days,  among  those,  who  liked  not  the  discipline  mi 
government  of  the  Church  of  England,  ^'  to  renounce  As 
cftUing  which  they  had  from  the  bishops,  and  take  it  agii*' 
from  the  approbation  of  the  classic :  they  were  content  tii 
aeoe||^i|nders  from  the  bishop,  as  a  civil  matter,  but  dEdnot  I 
thereby  account  themselves  ministers,  until  the  brethsen  of 
some  classis  bad  allowed  them :  they  taught,  diat  all  mims- 
ters,  who  were  called  according  to  d^e  order  of  A»  Gbofik 
of  England  were  unlawful ;  and  therefore  urg^  as  idaDy  m 
they  durst  trust,  to  seek  at  their  classis  a  new  approbation, 
which  they  termed  the  Lord's  ordinance.  Dangeiw  Pesitr 
lib.  3.  cap.  14.  p.  1 13. 

Now  when  we  consider,  that  Bishop  Bancroft  was  pieM- 
dent  of  the  convocation  when  the  Canons  were  Dnde,  we 
cannot  doubt  but  that  this  history  points  out  to  us  tb^plauoi 
reason  of  the  present  Canon.     A  design  was  formed  to  mil- 
lify  all  the  orders  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  subvett  km 
whole  discipline,  government,  and  constitution,  by  pretendr* 
ing  that  her  ministers  were  no  lawful  ministers,  nor  cooild 
officiate  as  such,  until  they  had  another  palling,  more  oqb— 
sonant  to  the  ordinance  of  Qod.    And  was  it  not  high  tim^ 
to  give  a  check  to  such  a  pretence  as  this?    Could  an^ 
established  Church,  in  prudence,  suffer  such  dangerous  po^' 
tiofis  and  practices  to  go  uncensured  1    Can  any  man  thii^ 


the  national  Syoods  of  France  would  have  tamely  suffered 
uoreftsonable  men  thus  to  have  struck  at  the  fouudation  of 
their  ministry,  and  call  in  question  the  legahty  of  their 
whole  order  and  constitution,  without  bo  much  ns  threaten- 
ing them,  in  case  of  obstinacy,  with  excomntunication  t 
They  who  rose  up  so  severely  against  the  iudependent 
principles,  as  I  have  shewu  they  did,"  because  they  thought 
them  pernicious  and  destructive  of  their  classical  and  syno- 
dical  constitution,  would  doubtless  much  more  have  exerted 
themselves  agalost  any,  that  should  presume  to  null  their 
whole  ministry  and  manner  of  ordaining. 

But  it  may  be,  the  form  and  manner  of  ordaining  in  the 
French  Church  is  not  so  liable  to  exception  as  the  forms  of 
the  Church  of  England.  To  which  I  say,  supposing  our 
forms  to  be  lawful,  as  the  French  Church  in  subscribing 
onr  36th  Article  owns  them  to  be,  there  can  be  no  differ^ 
-BDce,  at  least  no  material  objections  against  the  one,  which 
will  Dot  equally  hold  against  the  other.  And  if  we  examine 
Kr.  Butter's  arguments,  we  shall  plainly  find  it  so.  In  his 
87th  chap,  of  Eng.  Non-conform.  he  oS'ers  five  argumenta 
toprovo  it  lawful  to  call  our  ordinations  sinful.  His  first  is, 
"  that  we  thereby  obtrude  pastors  on  the  churches,  upon  the 
We  choice  of  a  patron,  without,  or  against  the  people's 
vitls."  But  if  the  nomination  of  the  patrons  roust  be  called 
olitiuding,  then  pastors  might  have  been  obtruded  upon  the 
ebuTches  in  France,  For  by  several  of  their  Canons. 
patrons  are  allowed  the  same  liberty  of  presenting  and  right 
of  Domination,  as  they  have  in  England.  The  Synod  of 
Vilre,  1583.  cop,  2.  Art,  15,  says  expressly,  "  gentlemen  and 
olhers  enjoying  right  of  patronage,  shall  not  be  urged  to 
lorsake  their  just  titles."  The  Synod  of  Montauban  says 
farther,  "  that  lay  patrons  may  enjoy  their  privilege  of  lay- 
ing claim  by  protestation  unio  their  rights  and  emoluments, 
Ihat  so  their  title  to  them  may  be  preserved,  though  they 
Qould  not  at  present  collate,  because  none  but  papists  might 
be  collated,  and  it  was  against  their  conscience  and  religion 
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to  collate  them.  But  this  I  think  plainly  impliee,  thiii  by 
the  laws  of  the  Church  they  had  liberty  to  collate  protefit- 
ant  ministers,  whenever  the  laws  of  the  re^lm  would  give 
way  to  it.  See  Synod  of  Montauban,  Cap.  4.  Art  44.  and 
Book  of  Discipline,  cap.  14.  art.  3. 

But  whatever  became  of  the  right  of  patrons,  it  is  certaia 
the  people  had  no  right  of  nominating  or  electing ;  no,  nor 
yet  of  consenting,  any  otherwise  than  they  have  in  Englaod. 
For  the  right  of  probation  and  election  belonged  wholly  to 
classes  and  Synods,  and  all  that  the  people  had  power  to 
do,  was  only  to  object  against^  the  nominated  party ;  bolif 
they  had  nothing  material  to  object  against  him,  their  sileiiea 
was  taken  for  consent,  and  the  minister  was  immecEately 
ordained,  without  asking  any  other  vote  or  consent  of  IIm 
people.  He  is  much  mistaken,  who  thinks  that  pastors  is 
France  were  chosen  by  poll  or  popular  election. 

Their  Book  of  IHscipline,  cap.  1.  art.  4.  refers  the  elii^ 
tion  of  ministers  wholly  to  classes,  or  provincial  Sysodft 
''  A  minister  of  the  Gospel,  unless  in  Umes  of  difficalQr,  and 
cases  of  very  great  necessity,  in  which  he  may  be  chosen  1^ 
three  pastors,  together  widi  the  consistory  of  the  plao^ 
shall  not  be  admitted  into  this  holy  office,  but  by  the  prom* 
cial  Synod,  or  a  dassis  composed  of  seven  pastors.-— Aad* 
the  minister  elect  shall  be  presented  with  good  and  tbSA 
testimonials,  not  only  from  the  universities,  and  partioalar 
Churches,  but  also  from  the  classis  of  that  Church,  where  h^ 
hath  been  most  conversant.^^ 

Here  we  see  ministers  are  called  elect,  not  from  the-eleo- 
tion  of   the  people,   but   from  the    choice  of  pronneial 
Synods,  or  classes :  and  though  in  cases  of  great  neceaaityy 
three  pastors  and  the  consistory  of  the  place  were  alloweAr 
to  choose,  yet  the  election  is  never  referred  to  the  vote 
the  people. 

The  next  Canon  says,  ^'  after  the  Synod  or  dassis 
examined  any  minister  elect,  they  shall  notify  his  electiocai 
by  their  act  or  letters,  to  the  Church  whither  he  is  to  b^ 
sent,  and  their  letters  shall  he  delivered  or  read  to  them  b^ 
a  pastor  or  elder.'^  This  again  plainly  shews,  that  the  elecs^ 
tion  is  made,  before  the  people  have  any  knowledge  of  it. 
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Then  follows  in  the  6th  Canon  what  it  is  the  people  are* 
allowed  to  do :  ''  he^  whose  election  shall  be  declared  unto 
the  Churchy  shall  preach  publicly  on  three  several  Sab- 
baths in  the  audience  of  the  whole  congregation,  and  the 
said  auditory  shall  be  expressly  charged,  that  if  any  one  of 
them  do  know  any  impediment,  for  which  his  ordination, 
who  shall  be  then  mentioned  by  his  name,  may  not  be  com* 
pleted,  or  why  he  may  not  be  accepted,  that  they  do  then 
come  and  give  notice  of  it  unto  the  consistory,  which  shall 
patiently  bear  the  reasons  of  both  parties,  that  so  they  may 
proceed  to  judgment.    The  people's  silence  shall  be  taken 
for  a  full  consent'*    This  was  all  the  people  had  to  do  in 
the  election  of  their  pastors,  which  can  no  more  be  called 
election,  than  in  our  congregations,  the  people  may  be  said 
to  elect  husbands  and  wives  for  persons  to  be  married,  be- 
cause whenever  the  banns  are  published,  they  are  charged, 
"  that  if  any  one  of  them  do  know  any  cause  or  just  impe- 
diment, why  those  persons  should  not  be  joined  together  in 
koly  matrimony,  they  should  declare  it.^'  Only  in  the  French 
Canon,  lest  eternal  quarrels  and  animosities  should  rise  be- 
tween pastor  and  people,  in  case  they  were  obstinately, 
though  wrongfully  set  against  him,  there  is  this  proviso 
made,  ^*  that  although  the  minister  elect  be  justified  in  Sy- 
nod against  all  impeachments  brought  against  him  by  the 
people,  yet  shall  he  not  be  given  as  pastor  to  that  people 
against  their  will,  nor  to  the  discontentment  of  the  greatest 
part  of  them.''   And  there  may  be  something  of  prudence  in 
tliis,  for  which  reason  it  is   also  commonly   practised  in 
fiogland:  but  still  I  say,  this  does  not  give  the  people 
power  of  election.    For  at  most,  it  is  but  an  indulgence  of 
tlieir  weakness  and  passions  in  some  particular  cases,  when 
clifferences   cannot  otherwise  be  composed;    which  is  far 
fVom  granting  them  a  proper  and  inherent  right  of  choosing 
tlieir  pastors. 

And  I  must  add,  that  at  Geneva,  there  is  no  such  regard 

liad  to  the  people's  moroseness ;  but  they  must  have  some 

Teal  objections,  of  which  the  magistrates  make  themselves 

judges.    Their  manner  of  electing  and  calling  ministers,  as 

Beza  describes  it,  is  thus :  '*  first  they  are  examined,  both  as 
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to  leanMBg  Mid  morals,  by  a  clatsis  of  both  oi^  and  Qountry 
■linistcrs^  whiob  meet  weekly  ob  Fridays  at  Geaeva.  Th^n 
saeb  as  ai^  approTed  by  the  ministers,  are  preseated  ta  t^^^ 
senate.  The  senate  again  examines  both  their  dootrioe  and 
morals,  and  if  they  like  them,  they  give  them  their  apj^ba- 
tion :  if  not,  the  ministers  proceed  to  a  new  examination  of 
other  persons.  When  the  examination  is  ended,  tbe  Swr 
day  following  the  probationer's  name  is  publicly  raenttooed 
in  every  church  of  the  city,  and  particularly  that  churoh  of 
Ae  ehy  or  country,  where  he  is  designed  to  s«rve ;  and  if 
any  one  knows  any  impediment,  which  may  render  bian  on- 
fit  for  the  ministry,  he  is  required  within  eight  days  to  give 
notice  of  it  to  the  magistrate :  if  nothing  be  objected  against 
him,  he  is  then  immediately  ordained^  and  sent  to  take  pofr- 
session  of  his  cure."  See  Beza's  Ep.  20.  p.  139.  and  Calnn^s 
Ep.  to  Olevian,  p.  142.  and  228. 

In  this  whole  affair,  the  people^s  consent  is  not  so  mndi 
as  asked ;  but  only  if  they  have  any  thing  to  object,  they 
*ifty  g^^  information  to  th^  magistrates,  who  have  power 
mtb  tbe  elassis  to  hear  and  judge  of  the  reasonableneea  €if 
their  objections.  And  the  very  same  liberty  i^  allowed  tbe 
people  in  the  Church  of  England. 

But  Mr.  Baxter  thinks  this  is  against  ancient  Canon,  and 
the  privilege  of  the  people  in  the  Primitive  Churok,  A 
great  many,  lebmed  persons  not  only  think,  but  prove  tlie 
ccmtrary.*  But  admit  Mr.  Baxter  were  in  tbe  right :  deea 
ear  pratiee  differ  more  from  ancient  Canon  than  thai  of 
France  and  Geneva  does?  Beza  had  the  same  objection 
dirown  in  his  way ;  and  his  answer  was,  quid  verofuerii  tn 
wmliis  locia  in  vetere  eeclemd  usurpatum  in  episeaponkm 
•UctionihuSy  non  iam  speciandum  arbiirar,  qtutm  qumjwfm, 
and  quo  suecessu  fuerii  facttiatnm.  "  I  da  not  think,  we 
are  so  mneh  to  consider  what  was  done  in  some  plaens, 
about  the  election  of  bishops  in  the  Primitive  Churek,  ag  6y 
wbai  rigia,  and  with  what  success  they  did  U:'  BesEa,  Ep. 
8aLp.40d. 


*  StiUingatet  8  UareiBonablfSDess  of  Sepwr.  Part.  8.  Scot,  ffiw  p.  S14»  &c. 
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Hie  meaoing  is,  1.  That  the  practice  was  net  geneial,  bui 
only  in  some  parts  of  the  Church.    2.  That  it  was  no  D&Tiiie 
aad  inherent  right  of  the  people,  but  only  what  they  had 
obtained  by  custom  and  indulgence.    3.  That  many  great 
looonveniences  did  attend  it :  for  popular  eleotions  were 
commonly  accompanied  with  popular  tumults,  as  k  was  too 
frequently  verified  in  this  very  case,  in  those  places  where 
popular  elections  were  grown  into  fashion;      And  therefore 
there  was  good  reason  to  make  Canons,  as  many  of  the  pri- 
mitiTe  councils  did,  to  lay  some  restraint  upon  this  pretended 
power  of  the  people.    I  hope  this  is  a  full  answer  to  Mr. 
Bazter^s  first  argument,  whereby  he  would  prove  the  ordi- 
nations of  the  Church  of  England  sinful,  because  they  ob- 
Imde  pastors  upon  the  Churches,  without  or  against  the 
will  of  the  people. 

2.  His  next  argument  is,  ''  that  our  ordinations  are  siniul, 
because  the  Church  ordains  such  as  by  Canon  she  forbids  to 
preach  or  expound  any  doctrine.^'  I  presume  he  means  the 
49ch  Canon,  which  shall  be  considered  in  its  due  place, 
ebap.  10.  Here  I  only  observe,  that  there  is  no  consequence 
^  all  in  this  argument.  For  admit  the  Canon  be  speaks  of 
were  fiiulty  :  that  would  not  prove  our  forms  of  ordination 
ttafnl ;  because  they  were  used  above  50  years  before  that 
Canon  was  made.  The  Church  might  be  to  blame  for  mak- 
ing such  a  Canon,  if  it  were  faulty;  but  that  would  not 
affect  her  forms  of  ordination. 

3.  He  says,  "  we  determine  that  bishops,  priests,  and 
deacons  are  three  distinct  orders,  which  yet  is  an  undeter- 
Hiined  controversy  among  even  the  most  learned  papists. 
And  what  follows  hence  ?  Why,  that  we  damn  and  cut  off 
men  ibr  that  which  the  very  papists  leave  at  liberty."  I  must 
here  take  leave  to  say  again,  that  Mr.  Baxter  was  out  in  his 
srgumentation.  For  our  Church  does  not  damn  or  cut  off 
ill  that  think  that  bishops,  priests  and  deacons  are  not 
three  distinct  orders,  in  the  sense  in  which  the  papists  take 
order  as  distinct  from  jurisdiction;  nor  do  all  that  deny 
them  to  be  three  distinct  orders  in  that  sense,  call  in  ques- 
tion the  lawfulness  of  our  bishops,  priests,  or  deacons,  or 
nullify  our  forms  of  ordination.     Many  French  writers  think 
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bishops  and  priests  to  be  the  same  order;  and  yet  they  do 
not  say,  that  our  forms  of  ordination  are  repugnant  to  the 
word  of  Qod,  or  that  those  are  no  true  bishops  or  priests 
that  are  made  by  them :  nor  on  the  other  hand,  does  the 
Church  of  England  damn  or  cut  them  off  from  her  commu- 
nion, because  they  belieye  bishops  and  presbyters  to  be  the 
same  order.  Some  of  our  best  episcopal  divines,  and  true 
sons  of  the  Church  of  England,  have  said  the  same,  disUn- 
gnishing  betwixt  order  and  jurisdiction,  and  made  use  of 
Uiis  doctrine  and  distinction  to  justify  the  ordinations  of  the 
reformed  churches  against  the  Romanists.  So  Mr.  Mason,* 
Dr.  Forbes,  Bishop  Usher,  and  others,  who  yet  defend  epis- 
copal superiority  and  jurisdiction  as  of  Divine  appointment, 
at  the  same  time  that  they  say  bishops  and  presbyters  are 
but  one  order.  And  will  Mr^  Baxter^s  argument  ever  be  able 
to  persuade  the  world,  that  these  men  liked  not  our  forms  of 
ordination,  or  that  the  Church  damned  her  own  sons  and 
champions,  and  cut  them  off  from  her  communion  ?  yet  this 
is  the  method  he  takes  to  prove  our  forms  of  ordination  sin- 
ful ;  because  they  damn  all  that  do  not  say  bishops,  priests 
and  deacons  are  three  distinct  orders.  Respect  to  truth  and 
modesty,  if  not  to  the  Church  of  Ekigland,  might  have  en- 
gaged a  wise  man  to  have  dropped  this  argument,  which 
makes  such  a  wild  conclusion. 

4.  But  he  says  we  ordain  men  to  an  office,  which  the 
Scripture  maketh  no  mention  of.  ^^  For  Dr.  Hammond  saith, 
it  cannot  be  proved  there  were  any  presbyters  subject  to 
bishops  in  Scripture-times,  nor  any  but  bishops :  none  thai 
had  not  power  of  ordination  and  the  keys ;  nor  any  bishops 
of  a  multitude  of  churches  and  presbyters,  both  wbidi  are 
here  ordained :  Ergo,  our  forms  of  ordination  are  sinful.^ 

But  1.  What  if  Dr.  Hammond  wtfs  mistaken  ?  What  then 
becomes  of  this  argument?  2.  Admit  that  there  were  no 
presbyters,  subject  to  bishops,  mentioned  in  Scripture:  how 
does  it  follow  that  our  forms  of  ordination  are  sinful?  Does 


•  Mason*!  Defence  of  the  Ordination  of  the  Protestant  Ministers  beyond 
Seas,  p.  ia».  Porbe's  Irenic,l.«,  c.  11.  Bp.  Usher's  Judgment  of  Ordina- 
tion by  Presbyters,  Ac.  p.  112. 
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Dr.  Hammond  say  so  1  No.  Does  the  French  Church  say  so  ? 
No.  Does  the  practice  of  the  Primitive  Catholic  Church 
condemn  our  forms  ?  No ;  for  she  ordained  bishops,  priests 
and  deacons  after  the  same  manner.  Only  Mr.  Baxter  will 
bear  us  down  against  all  opposition  and  authority,  that  our 
forms  are  sinful.  But  to  lay  aside  authority  and  answer  to 
this  reason :  suppose  in  Scripture-times  every  bishop's 
Church  was  but  a  single  congregation,  and  that  for  that 
time  be  had  no  need  of  presbyters  to  assist  him :  yet  why 
might  not  he  be  then  invested  with  a  power  to  ordiain  him- 
self as  many  presbyters  or  assistants  as  he  should  need^ 
when  the  number  of  converts  in  any  city  or  diocese  became 
loo  great  for  a  single  congregation  ?  Then  it  will  not  follow, 
that  because  there  were  no  presbyters,  subject  to  bishops 
in  Scripture-times,  that  therefore  the  Scripture  makes  no 
mention  of  the  office ;  or  that  because  there  were  no  such 
presbyters  whilst  the  bishops  had  no  occasion  for  them,  that 
therefore  there  never  should  be  any,  when  they  should  have 
ooeasion  for  them.  Yet  this  is  Mr.  Baxter's  way  of  proving 
our  order  of  bishops  and  presbyters  to  be  unlawful:  which 
is  as  much  contrary  to  Dr.  Hammond's  sense,  to  the  sense 
of  Scripture,  to  the  sense  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and  the 
French  Church,  as  it  is  to  the  Church  of  England. 

5.  His  last  argument  is,  *^  that  our  ordinations  are  sinful, 
because  they  make  bishops  swear  obedience  to  archbishops 
and  their  sees ;  and  priests  to  covenant  obedience  to  their 
ordinaries.''  But  I  have  already  shewn^in  the  first  chapter, 
that  the  French  Church  does  the  same  in  effect,  requiring 
an  oath  of  canonical  obedience,  and  submission  to  classes 
and  Synods,  which  answer  to  ordinaries  in  the  Church  of 

England. 

Upon  the  whole  it  appears,  that  notwithstanding  these 
objections,  our  forms  of  ordination  are  lawful  in  the  opinion 
of  the  French  Church ;  and  though  men  might  have  leave 
to  dissent,  or  express  their  dissent  in  a  modest  way,  as  Mr. 
Baxter  pleads ;  yet  to  do  it  in  that  dangerous  and  disorderly 
way,  which  the  Canon  mentions,  tending  manifestly  to  sub- 
vert and  destroy  the  whole  constitution,  may  be  a  crime  de- 
serving the  penalty  of  excommunication  by  the  French  dis- 
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cipl'me,  as  w«ll  as  that  of  the  Church  of  Engkrad,  ^boug^ 
Mr.  Baxter  is  of  a  contrary  opinion  from  both. 


CHAP.  VI. 

not  the  French  Church  rechans  SchiemoHcs  and  their 
Mainiainers  io  be  out  «/*  the  visible  CaAoCic  Chmrcky 
amd  denies  Communion  to  them  till  they  retum^nd  make 
Satisfaction. 


Thb  next  Canons  which  Mr.  Baxter  finds  fault 
the  9th,  lOlh  and  11th,  against  schismatios,  and  maintatneri 
of  schismatics,  and  maintainors  of  eonventieles. 

Can.  9.  Whosoever  shall  hereafter  separate  themsefareii 
from  the  communion  of  Saints,  as  it  is  approved  by  the 
Apostles'  rules  in  the  Church  of  England,  and  combine 
themselyes  together  in  a  new  brotherhood,  accounting  the 
Christians,  who  are  conformable  to  the  doctrine,  goyemmeut^ 
rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  Church  of  England,  to  be  pro* 
fane  and  unmeet  for  them  to  join  with  in  Christian  fUNd^eh 
sion  :  let  them  be  excommunicated,  ipsofacto^  8fC, 

Can.  10.  Whosoever  shall  hereafter  affirm,  that  aoeii 
ministers,  as  refuse  to  subscribe  to  the  form  and  manner  of 
God's  worship  in  the  Church  of  England  prescribed  in  the 
Communion  Book,  and  their  adherents,  may  truly  take  unto 
them  the  name  of  another  Church  not  established  by  Um^ 
&c.  let  them  be  excommunicated,  and  not  restored  until 
they  repent. 

Can.  1 1.  Whosoever  shall  hereafter  affirm,  that  there  are 
within  this  realm  other  meetings,  assemblies,  or  congrega- 
tions of  the  king's  born  subjects,  than  such  as  by  the  laws 
of  this  land  are  held  and  allowed,  which  may  rightly  chal^ 
lenge  to  themselves  the  name  of  true  and  lawful  Churches, 
let  him  be  excommunicated,  &c. 

Now  there  is  nothing  in  these  Canons  but  what  is  agree- 
able to  the  practice  and  discipline  of  the  French  Church, 
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whifsh  reckons  all  excommanioated  persons  and  sefaismatics 
to  be  cat  off  and  separated  from  the  eomtnunkm  tft  ike 
visible  Catholic  Church,  by  being  separated  from  those  par- 
ticalar  Churches  whereof  they  ought  to  be  members ;  and 
consequently  esteem  all  meetings  or  assemblies  of  such 
persons  to  be  illegal  conventicles,  not  true  and  lawful 
CSiarches,  since  there  can  be  no  such  out  of  the  communion 
of  the  Tisible  Catholic  Church. 

Among  Beza's  epistles  there  is  one  to  the  French  Church 
n  London,  wherein  he  passes  his  judgment  upon  certaia 
Articles,  which  they  had  drawn  up  and  sent  to  him  to  de- 
sire bis  opinion  of  them  ;  two  o{  which  are  to  our  present 
purpose.  Article  21.  ^' They,  who  are  either  lawfully  ex- 
eomuimicated,  or  do  unlawfully  and  with  scaiidal  withdmw 
themselves  from  any  Church,  forasmuch  as  they  banish 
themselves  from  the  kingfdom  of  Christ  and  salvation,  may 
not 'be  admitted  to  perform  any  public  offices  of  the  Church, 
or  be  allowed  the  use  of  the  Sacraments  in  any  Church,  till 
they  have  made  legal  satisfaction,^'  &c. 

The  ISth  Article  is  to  the  same  purpose,  "  that  whoever 
it  lawfully  excommunicated  in  any  particular  Church,  or  un- 
lawfully cuts  himself  off  from  it,  does  thereby  exclude  him- 
self from  all  the  privileges  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and  is 
not  to  be  received  into  any  other  particular  Church,  without 
making  satisfaction ;''  &c.  Beza,  Ep.  24.  ad  Ek^cles.  Peregprin. 
Is  not  this  as  severe  against  schismatics,  as  the  Canons  of 
the  Church  of  England  are?  To  say,  that  schismatics  ex- 
dude  themselves  from  all  the  privileges  of  the  Catholic 
Church ;.  that  they  exile  themselves  from  the  kingdom  of 
Christ  and  salvation ;  that  they  may  not  be  admitted  to  per^ 
foran  any  public  offices  of  the  Church,  nor  be  received  into 
communion  with  any  particular  Church,  till  they  have  made 
legal  satisfaction  1  If  such  persons  should  have  combined 
themselves  into  a  society,  and  called  themselves  a  Church, 
would  Beza  or  the  French  Church  have*  allowed  them  the 
name  of  a  true  and  lawful  Church,  whom  they  did  not 
esteem  members  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and  thought  them 
unworthy  of  communion  in  any  Church,  till  they  repented 
and  made  legal  satisfaction  ? 
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The  Canons  of  the  French  Church  are  no  less  severe 
against  schismatics,  whilst  they  renew  that  ancient  Canon 
of  the  Primitive  Church,  that  no  person  who  forsakes  the 
communion  of  his  own  Church,  shall  be  received  into  ano- 
ther. Their  Canons  commonly  run  in  this  style,  as  particu- 
larly that  of  Lyons  does,  Ann.  1663,  Art.  25,  ''  VagranU, 
heretics,  and  schismatics,  shall  be  notified  to  all  churches, 
that  they  may  be  aware  of  them."  That  is,  as  I  suppose, 
that  they  may  not  be  allowed  to  perform  any  public  offices 
as  ministers,  nor  be  admitted  to  communion  as  private 
Christians.  Certainly  then  they  would  not  allow  such  to 
set  up  separate  meetings,  and  dignify  them  with  the  name 
of  true  and  lawful  Churches.  And  if  Mr.  Quick  has  rightly 
published  the  French  confession,  in  its  26th  article,  they 
have  much  harder  words  given  them :  for  there  it  is  said, 
*'  that  they  that  separate  themselves  from  the  congregations 
of  Grod's  saints,  do  resist  the  ordinance  of  God,  and  in  case 
they  draw  others  aside  with  them,  they  do  act  ^ery  per- 
versely, and  are  to  be  accounted  as  mortal  plagues.* 

If  it  be  said,  as  Mr.  Baxter  says,  that  we  allow  the  Church 
of  Rome  the  name  of  a  true  Church,  and  that  schismatios 
are  at  least  as  true  a  Church  as  the  Church  of  Rome:  I  an- 
swer, this  is  only  playing  with  an  equivocal  sense  of  the 
word,  true  Church,  which  may  either  signify  a  Church,  witli 
which  it  is  lawful  to  communicate  in  all  points,  as  the  woid 
true  and  lawful  Church,  is  taken  in  the  Canons ;  or  else  a 
Church  so  much  corrupted,  that  a  man  cannot  lawfully  and 
with  safety  communicate  with  it,  notwithstanding  there  may 
be  so  much  of  the  remains  of  Christianity  in  it,  as  that  she 
may  bring  forth  sons  to  God  by  baptism,  which  need  not  be 
repeated :  in  which  sense,  Protestants  commonly  allow  the 
Church  of  Rome  to  be  a  true  Church,t  and  the  like  may 

♦  Confess.  Gall,  art.  96,  of  Mr.  QuickCs  Edit. 

t  Yid«  Crackanthorp.  Cent.  Bpaiat.  c.  16.  et  21. 

To  know  how  far  Protestants  allow  the  Church  of  Rome  to  be  called  a 
Church,  the  reader  may  consult  CaWln's  Epistle  to  Zoiinui,  p.  17.  Bexa*i 
Epiit.  10,  and  the  88th  Article  of  the  French  Confession,  which  I  have  pro- 
dnced  in  another  place,  in  Tindicating  the  doctrine  of  the  18tb  Article  of  oar 
Church. 


r/ 
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be  said  of  some  heretical  and  schismatical  congregation  a. 
But  yet  for  all  thm,  it  would  not  be  proper  to  allow  the 
Church  of  Rome  to  be  ealied  a  true  and  lawful  Church,  aa 
set  up  in  opposition  to  the  legal  established  Church  of 
England:  no  more  can  a  schismatical  Church  be  called  a 
true  and  lawful  Church  in  that  sense,  and  that  I  conceive  ii 
all  the  Canon  intended. 


That  the  French  Church  requires  the  Observation  of  some 
Holidays  accordmtj  to  the  Prescription  of  the  13/A  Canon 
of  our  Church, 

The  13th  Canon  is  this,  "  all  persons  within  the  Church  of 
England  shall  keep  the  Lord's  Day  and  other  holidays 
according  to  God's  will,  and  the  orders  of  the  Church  of 
England  ;  that  is,  in  hearing  the  word  of  God  road  and 
laught,  in  private  and  public  prayers,  in  acknowledging 
thoif  offences  to  God,  aod  amendment  of  the  same,  in  re- 
conciling themselves  charitably  to  their  neighbours,  where 
lispleasure  hath  been,  in  often  times  receiving  the  Commu- 
nion of  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ,  in  visiting  of  the  poor 
ind  sick,  using  all  Godly  and  sober  conversation." 

Thia  rule  for  observation  of  festivals  cannot  possibly  he 
charged  either  with  superstition  or  idolatry.  For  it  orders 
no  adoration  to  be  paid  to  the  Saints,  nor  are  the  days  dedi- 
cated to  them,  but  set  apart  for  Divine  Service.  Only  the 
Saints  are  historically  honoured  by  commemorating  their 
{food  actions,  and  rehearsing  their  just  praises,  and  giving 
God  thanks  for  those  gifts  and  graces,  which  he  bestowed 
w  thetn,  and  by  them  on  his  Church;  that  all  men  hereby 
nay  remember  their  &ith,  and  life,  and  oooversation,  and  be 
g^ted  to  imitate  #vv  examplea.  It  is  well  known  that 
heae  days  are  thua  lir  <^UTved  in  mostProteatantQiurabaa; 
lad  ID  "ihe  PalatiMta  tbita  is  one  more,  which  for  its  rarity 
VOL.  Vlll.  « 
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I  will  here  inentioD,  because  I  believe  but  few  pereoiifli  bave' 
iaken  notice  of  it ;  tbat  is,  the  day  of  Jubilee  for  the  Re*- 
Ibrraation,  mentioned  by  Philip  ParsBus  in  bis  Epistle  Pedi- 
catory  before  Ursin's  Catechism,  where  be  has  these  words, 
AttAO,  1617,  Celebraium  JubikBum  RestituU  EimngtUi; 
**  This  year  was  kepi  a  JuiUee  for  the  Restoration  of  ike 

GospeV 

But  it  is  beside  my  purpose  to  enquire  further  into  the 
practice  of  any  other  Protestant  Churches,  save  only  the 
French,  concerning  which  I  observe  three  things. 

1.  That  they  keep  the  festivals  of  our  Saviour's  Nativity, 
Circumcision,  Passion,  Resurrection,  Ascension,  and  De- 
scent of  the  Holy  Ghost,  as  we  do,  with  prayers^  ser- 
mons, &c. 

2.  They  are  obliged  by  the  fidict  of  Nantes  to  fixfaear 
working  on  popish  holidays:  and  their  Book  ofDiseipline 
takes  a  due  care  to  see  that  order  of  the  edict  put  in  exe- 
cution. For  there  all  ministers  are  obliged  by  «ti  express 
Canon,  "  according  to  his  Majesty's  £diot,  to  e^diovt  the 
faithful  to  give  none  offence  by  workii^^  upon  holidays." 
Discip.  cap.  14.  art.  21. 

8.  They  are  so  far  from  condemning  the  other  festurals, 
as  kept  in  memory  of  the  Saints  in  the  Church  of  England, 
that  they  allow  the  same  exercises  mentioned  in  ourCanon^ 
to  be  performed  even  on  popish  holidays,  and  that  by  the 
order  of  two  National  Synods. 

The  Synod  of  Oergean,  1601,  Cap.  4.  Art.  80,  **  heard  an 
appeal  of  one  Mr.  Joubert  from  the  order  of  the  Provincial 
Synod  of  Burgundy  upon  this  point ;  and  upon  bearing, 
ratified  the  order  of  the  said  Synod,  leaving  the  Churohes  at 
liberty  to  have  public  prayers  and  sermons  on  the  Romish 
holidays,  if  they  liked  it," 

The  second  Synod  of  Vkre,  1617.  Cap.  9.  Art  3,  at  die 
request  of  divers  persons  of  quality  renewed  the  same 
order.  **  Forasmuch  as  our  mechanics  are  obliged  by  the 
King's  Edict  to  forbear  working  on  the  festivals  of  the 
Romish  Church,  over  and  besides  the  Lord's  day ;  it  is  left 
to  the  prudence  of  Consistories  to  congregate  the  people 
on  Sttch  holidays,  either  to  hear  the  word  preached,  or  to 
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I   join  ID  commoD  public  prayera,  ns  they  Bhall  (ind  to  be  most 
expedient. 

Boeides,  tho  French  writers  expressly  viadicato  ihe  use 

of  holidays  in  our  Church  from  the  charge  of  superstition. 

Il  WHS  objected  lo  Mr,  Dnille  by   his   popish   adversaries, 

Adam  and  Cottiby.  that  the  French  condi^mned  the  Papists 

for  the  observance  of  Buch  things,  as  they  nlluwed  in  the 

ProtQNianta  of  Germany  and  England  ;  and  thoy  instanco  in 

die  obitervation  of  the  festivals  of  the  Saints.     To  this  ho 

replies,  "  Some  holidays  I  confess  they  observe,  such  as 

tfaoao  of  tho  Holy  Apostles,  and  it  may  be  a  few  others,  to 

perpetuate  the  memory  of  their  piety.     But  do  they  direct 

their  vows,  prayers  or  invocations  to  them,  nsyouao?  Do 

they  exercise  any  other  acts  of  religious  worship,  which  you 

I    offer  to  the  Saints  1  No ;  ihey  rejeotand  impugn  them  as  much 

I     «s  no,  and  aocuKe  them  as  will-worship  and  human  inveo- 

I    tions;  ihatistoMay.superslitiousdevotions.  But, sayyou, they 

t     bavetemples  which  benrthenamesof  Saints.  Anddo  not  they 

I    of  Geneva,  whomyouoannotdeny  to  bo  our  nearest  bretliren, 

call  the  places  of  their  religious  assemblies  by  the  names  of 

I    St.  Peter  and  St.  Gorvais  ]     But  neither  the  one  nor  tha 

I    other  consecraEe  the  relics  of  any  saints  in  their  churches, 

I    nor  give  any  religious  worship  to  them;  which  are  properly 

the  Uiiogs  we  cannot  bear  in  your  churches."     RepUque  a 

'     Messieurs  Adam  &  Cottiby.     Part  2.  cap.  10.  p.  71. 

Tliis  is  an  ample  teslimony,  and  generous  vindication  of 
the  practice  of  tha  English  and  German  Churches  from  the 
charge  o(  guperstition,  idolatry,  and  will-worship,  in  the  ob- 
servaiion  of  festivals.  And  it  is  well  observed,  that  if  calUng 
a  church  by  the  name  of  a  Saint,  was  any  consecration  of  it 
lo  the  honour  of  tho  Saint,  or  any  other  ways  superstitious, 
■8  some  plead  among  us  ;  Geneva  itself  is  as  liable  to  tho 
charge  as  any  other  place,  for  calling  their  churches  or  tem- 
ples by  the  names  of  St.  Peter,  and  St.  Gervais,  &e. 

Many  other  testimonies  of  the  like  nature  might  here  be 

brought;  but  I  will  only  add  the  judgment  of  Calvin,  and 

give  some  account  of  the  practice  of  Geneva  relating  to  the 

observation  of  festivals. 

The  practice  of  the  Church  of  Geneva  has  ondergoiw 

Q  e 
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soine  changes  in  tii^is  matter^  as  Calvin  tells  us  in  hia  Epistle 
to  Hallerus,  a  divine  of  Zurich^  which  is  written  by  way  of 
apology  for  himself^  to  satisfy  the  Helvetians  that  he  had  no 
hand  at  all  in  abrogating  the  festivals,  as  some  falsely  ac- 
cused him. 

''  I  can  solemnly  protest/*  says  he,  *^  that  this  was  done 
without  my  knowledge  and  desire,  me  inscio  oc  ne  apianie 
quidem.  Before  ever  I  came  to  this  city,  their  custom  was 
to  observe  no  holidays  except  the  Lord's  day.  But  the 
same  decree  that  expelled  me  and  Farel,  brought  in  the  ob- 
servation of  the  same  holidays  that  are  observed  by  you  in 
the  Helvetian  Churches.  Which  decree,  though  it  was  ta- 
multuously  and  violently  obtained  against  us ;  yet,  upon  my 
return,  I  observed  this  moderation  in  reference  to  it,  that 
the  festival  of  Christ's  nativity  should  be  observed  after  the 
same  manner  as  it  is  with  you ;  and  for  the  rest,  they  flbould 
be  kept  with  prayers  extraordinary  in  the  morning,  die  shopis 
being  shut  till  after  dinner,  when  men  should  be  allowed  to 
resume  their  business  again.  But  there  were  some  head- 
strong men,  who,  through  preposterous  malice,  would  stiU 
dissent  from  the  common  custom.  Thwefore,  forasmuch  as 
different  usages  in  a  well  ordered  Church  are  not  tolerable, 
and  are  apt  to  create  suspicion  among  foreigners,  thai  peo- 
ple do  not  well  agree  among  themselves,  I  exhorted  the 
senate  that  they  would  find  out  some  convenient  way  to 
cure  this  dissension  for  the  future.  Shortly  after,  I  was  sur- 
prized with  the  news,  as  a  perfect  stranger,  that  they  had 
passed  a  decree,  abrogating  holidays,  &c.  In  this  I  had 
no  hand  at  all :  I  neither  advised  nor  encouraged  the  pass- 
ing of  it,  though  I  am  not  much  displeased  that  it  has  so 
happened.  Yet  I  would  have  all  men  know,  that  if  it  had 
been  put  to  my  choice,  I  would  not  have  given  my  opinion 
for  making  such  a  decree.  And  yet  I  must  say,  there  is  no 
reason  why  men  should  be  exasperated  against  us  only  for 
using  our  liberty,  as  the  edification  of  our  Church  may  re- 
quire :  as,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  not  fit  that  our  custom 
should  be  a  rule  to  other  Churches."'    P.  101. 

We  have  here  Calvin's  judgment  upon  this  matter,  as 
well  as  the  practice  of  the  Church  of  Oeneva.     Eveiy 
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rail  hM  power  to  appoint  or  abrogate  holidays,  as  the 
ui  moat  expedient  tor  edification;  and  the  rales  and 
lice  of  one  Chnrch  ought  not  to  prejudice  or  prescribe 
ly  other.  But  the  custom  of  every  Church  is  to  be  bb- 
ad  fay  its  own  members,  and  they  are  penricacious  and 
bom  who  refuse  obedience  to  it  The  first  reformation 
aneva  allowed  of  no  holidays  but  the  Lord^s  day :  and 
St  that  decree  lasted,  Calyin  an<l  the  rest  of  the  minis- 
eooiplied  with  it*  Afterwards,  the  use  of  holidays 
Iraagfat  in.  An.  158T,  in  compUance  with  the  custom  of 
Beiretian  Churches.  And  then  Calyin  freely  consented 
hsecie them;  as  appears  not  only  firom  the  forecited 
da,  but  many  other  places.  For  this  decree  continued 
ne  till  the  year  1(51/  during  all  which  time  they  had 
Am  on  Christ's  nativity,  and  solemn  prayers  on  the 
r  holidays.  Calvin,  in  an  Epistle  to  Farel,  written  An. 
p  speaks  of  his  own  preaching  on  Christmas  day.  ^  Die 
iK  eaneione  kabitd,*^  ftc.  And  in  another  Epistle,t  he 
^.^  Though  he  coutH  upon  his  return  from  banishment 
iiionent  have  disannulled  that  decree  which  introduced 
jblwrvation  of  the  festivals,  (so  great  was  Willpower 
Bg  the  major  part  of  the  people,)  yet  he  willingly  ac- 
seed  in  it;  save  only  that  he  could  not  but  say,  he 
ght  it  preposterously  ordered,  to  omit  the  day  of  our 
olir*s  passion,  whilst  they  kept  his  circumcision.*^ 
>  that  Calvin  was  so  far  from  being  against  the  observa 
of  these  holidays,  when  settled  by  law,  that  he  thought 
aaonable  one  more  at  least  should  have  been  added  to 
t  He  says,  in  the  same  place,  **  he  took  some  pains  to 
fy  and  calm  those  of  the  adverse  party,  who  still  cla- 
1^,  and  cried  out  for  the  abolishing  of  them,  insomu  h 
'  they  accused  him  for  being  lukewarm  in  the  matter. 


jtXwin  Ep.  Ministro  Barensl.  p.  68.    Anteqnam  urbem  hanc  primo  ad- 

I  faigreMas  eisem,  abrogati  erant  diet  fetU  omnet  pneter  DomiDicum. 

lo  el  Vireto  hoc  alile  Vitnm  faerat.  Ego  reeeptc  coutaetudini  Hbuiter 

0ii. 

Idd.   p.  et.     ReTenas,  qaum  momento  potsem  conTellere,  placide 

1. 
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The  dispute  ran  so  high  betwixt  the  contending  partis,  that 
it  came  once  to  the  drawing  of  swords ;  which  immodeTata 
heat  on  both  sides  he  endeavoured  to  compose,  by  getting 
a  decree  made,  that  holidays  should  only  be  kept  hi  the 
morning  with  shops  shut,  and  men  be  allowed  to  return  to 
their  ordinary  work  in  the  afternoon.  And  thus  it  continued  for 
nine  years ;  but  that  did  not  end  the  quarrel:  for  some  would 
have  their  shops  shut,  and  some  open,  which  shewed  that 
the  old  controversy  was  still  on  foot  among  them.  This 
made  Calvm  once  more  address  the  senate,  to  take  this  evil 
of  dissension  into  consideration,  and  find  out  an  expedient  for 
H;  *-  But,^'  says  he,  <^  I  spake  not  a  word  about  abrogating 
the  holidays,  but  rather  commended  the  senate  for  their 
moderation,  in  that,  for  peace  sake,  they  had  oompliedl  with 
the  custom  of  the  Helvetian  Churches.  And  when  I  heard 
that  these  days  were  abrogated  by  an  ordinance  bf  die  peo* 
pie,  it  was  so  unexpected  a  thing  to  me,  that  I  was  almost 
astonished  at  the  news  of  it."  p.  1 02. 

I  have  repeated  these  passages  dore  at  large,  to  do  jus- 
tice to  Calvin,  and  shew  that  he  had  no  hand,  first  or  last,  in 
^^'^ff^feg  the  observation  of  holidays  at  Geneva:  but  his 
opinion  was,  that  in  such  matters,  all  men  ought  to  comply 
with  the  received  laws  and  customs  of  the  Church  where 
they  live.  This  was  the  rule  he  himself  walked  by,  and  the 
advice  which  he  gave  to  others,  as  may  be  seen  in  his  Letter 
to  the  Church  of  Mompelgard,  p.  25;  and  tbattoAleiiso 
Poppius,  p.  205  ;  and  a  third  to  Anonymus,  p.  218.  And 
his  Book,  De  vera  Ratione  Reformandse  Ecclesiss,  written 
against  the  Interim,  p.  293,  where  he  allows  of  such  festi- 
vals as  may  serve  to  put  us  in  mind  of  the  virtues  of  the 
Saints,  and  provoke  us  to  their  imitation.  Which  is  all  that 
is  required  by  any  rule  or  Canon  of  the  Church  of  England. 


CHAP.  VIII. 

ntut  18M,  21s(,  24ik,  25/A.  and26fh  Canons:  particu- 
larly of  bowing  at  the  Name  of  Jesus,  required  in  the 
18M  Canon:  that  it  is  not  condemned  by  the  French 
Church. 

TIic  words  of  the  Canon  are,  "  When  in  time  of  Divioa 
rrice  the  Lord  Jesus  shall  be  mentioned,  duo  and  lowly 
ference  shall  be  done  by  all  persons  present,  as  it  hnUi 
en  accustomed,"  Where  note,  J.  That  this  is  not  pre- 
4bcd  as  necessary  by  Divine  command,  but  as  a  laudable 
•torn  of  the  Church.  2.  The  reverence  is  not  to  be  paid 
the  name  or  word  in  itself,  but  to  the  person  of  the  Lord 
m*  at  the  mention  of  his  name.  3.  If  any  one  cannot 
nk  this  lawful,  yet  he  may  hold  communion  with  the 
nreh,  and  join  with  those  that  do,  as  Christian  brethren. 
id  thus  far  I  am  sure  the  French  Church  will  go  along 
;h  as.  For  though  they  have  no  Canon  to  enjoin  this 
ictice,  yet  neiiher  have  they  to  condemn  it;  nor  do  any 
iheir  writers  speak  against  it  as  superstitious  or  unlaw- 
Peter  Martyr  says  a  thing  that  will  fnlly  justify  it,  for 
tella  us,  "  It  is  a  pious  cuslom  among  some  to  bow  tha 
w  and  worship,  whenever  they  hear  those  words  of  St. 
m,  '  The  Word  was  made  flesh :'  and  we  cannot,  nor 
^t  not  to  say,  tliey  worship  the  bare  words,  but  the  Per- 
<,  flignitied  thereby."  Log.  Com.  Class.  4.  e,  10.  n.  50. 
i  it  be  lawful,  and  a  pious  custom,  to  bow  the  knee,  and 
reference  to  Christ,  at  the  hearing  of  the  name  Logos,  ot 
ord,  which  is  one  of  the  names  of  Christ ;  is  it  not  alto- 
her  as  lawful  and  j>iou8  to  do  the  same  thing  at  the  hear- 
'  of  another  of  bis  names,  provided  the  reverence  be  not 
le  to  the  name  itself,  but  to  the  Person  whose  name  it  is? 
er  Martyr,  no  doubt,  would  have  said  as  much  of  the  one 
the  other,  had  his  argument  led  him  to  it :  but  be  brings 
instance  only  to  justify  kneeling  at  the  Eueharist,  of 
ich  I  have  spoken  more  fully  before  in  its  proper  place. 
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Bat  some  ask  us,  why  the  Church  enjoias  bowing  at  the 
name  of  Jesus,  and  not  as  well  at  the  name  of  Christ,  or  God 
or  the  Holy  Ohost,  &c.  To  which  I  answer,  if  there  were  no 
other  reason  to  be  giyen  for  this,  but  only  the  custom  of  the 
Church  of  Ood,  that  were  sufficient  in  this  case :  but  if  we 
look  to  the  first  rise  and  original  of  the  custom,  a  much 
more  rational  account  may  be  given  of  the  reason  of  this 
difference,  which  was  this :  the  name  Jesus  was  become  a 
name  of  reproach  amon^  the  Jews,  the^  always  blasphemed 
and  reirilea  him  by  this  name,  termmg  him,  by  way  of 
reproach,  Jesus  the  magician,  and  Jesus  the  impostor; 
which  terms  of  infamy  and  disgrace  they  endeaTOored  to 
fastcA  on  him,  and  propagate,  not  only  in  Judea,  but  over  all 
the  world :  for  Justin  Martyr  tells  us  in,  his  dialogue  with  Try- 
pho,  that  immediately  after  our  Saviour^s  death,  they  sent 
forth  their  apostles,  or  emissaries  from  Jerusalem,  to  all  the 
Synagogues  in  the  world,  to  tell  them,  there  was  a  certain 
impious,  lawless  sect,  risen  up  under  one  Jesus,  a  Ghdilean 
impostor.  So  that  the  name  Jesus  was  become  a  name 
of  infamy  among  the  Jews ;  whereas  the  name  of  Messias, 
or  Christ,  and  Ood,  and  Holy  Ghost,  were  always  names  of 
respect  and  honour  among  them.  For  this  reason,  the 
Church  of  Christ,  to  do  a  peculiar  honour  to  their  Lord,  took 
up  this  decent  custom  of  expressing  their  respect  to  Hun,  at 
the  mention  of  that  Very  name,  by  which  the  Jews  blas- 
phemed and  reviled  Him ;  to  shew  that  that  Jesus,  whom  they 
hated  and  reproached,  was  honoured  by  them  as  their  Lord 
and  Christ. 

Now  if  that  was  the  original  of  this  custom,  as  Zanohy,* 
and  some  other  learned  persons  own  it  to  be ;  and  the  testi- 
mony I  have  cited  out  of  Justin  Martyr  makes  it  very  proba- 
ble ;  then  it  must  be  confessed  to  have  been  very  pious  in 
its  first  rise :  and  unless  some  mighty  superstition  has  crept 
into  it  by  tract  of  time,  it  cannot  now  be  condemned  as  sin- 
ful.   What  corruption  may  happen  in  the  practice  of  private 


•  Zuoh.  Com.  in  Phil.  ii.  10.  torn.  Ti.  p.  188.  Hino  non  dubito,  qoin  pro. 
fccto  sit  iUa  antiqaiMima  coosaetudo  In  ecdesiis,  «t  cum  nominatar  Jerai. 
omaat  aptriant  capnt,  in  tMUmooiiim  raverenUs,  Ac 
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peTsonty  I  Imow  not :  if  any  worship  the  name  itself,  or  bow 
the  knee  without  devotion  to  Christ  in  their  hearts,  they  must 
answer  for  their  own  faults;  the  Church  gives  no  encou- 
mgement  to  any  such  superstition,  or  heartless  devotion : 
what  she  requires  is,  **  That  men  should  testify  by  this  out-^ 
ward  gesture  their  inward  devotion,  and  due  acknowled^ 
ment,  that  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  true  eternal  Son  of 
God,  is  the  only  Saviour  of  the  world,  in   whom  alone 
all  the  mercies,  graces,  and  promises   of  Ood  to  man- 
kind,  for  this   life,  and  the  life  to  come,  are  fully  and 
wholly  comprised,  as  the  Canon  words  it.    Which  thing  the 
Jews  continue  still  to  deny,  and  not  only  deny,  but  curse  and 
bltspheme  Jesus  of  Nazareth  to  this  very  day,  in  their  ritual 
bookSy  and  talmudical  writings,  as  Sixtus  Senensis,  and 
Oiotins,*  and  other  learned  persons,  who  are  acquainted 
with  them,  inform  us. 

Where  then  is  the  harm  to  express  our  reverence  to 
Gbritt,  at  the  mention  of  that  name,  which  the  Jews  still 
sontiniie  to  hate  and  blaspheme  1  Zanchy  says,  ''  it  was  at 
irst  Can9fietudo  nan  improbanda,  a  laudable  custom,  and 
9ai  to  be  disliked,  as  used  against  the  Jews,  Arians,  and 
other  heretics ;  but  afterwards  it  degenerated  into  supersti- 
tion, as  many  other  things  did,  which  were  religiously  and 
piously  ordained."    But  if  it  may  be  freed  from  all  supersti- 
tion, then  the  use  of  it  may  be  laudable  still.  And  so  Sculte- 
tns  prudently  determines  the  matter  saying,  ''  if  it  be  done 
with  devotion  of  mind,  it  is  commendable ;  but  if  otherwise, 
blameworthy.^' 

Idea  Ooncion.  in  Esai.  45. 23.  Si  cum  animi  devoiione  id 
JUii,  laudandum  ;  sin  autem,  vituperandum.lt 

There  are  some  other  prescriptions  in  this  same  Canon, 
against  which  some  take  exceptions,  such  as  the  injunction 
to  be  uncovered  all  the  time  of  Divine  Service,  and  kneeling 

*  Grot,  in  Luc.  0.  22.    Otho  Lexic,  Rabbin,  p.  79, 8ixt.  Senensis  Biblio- 
thec.  lib.  2.  p.  129.    Ter  quotidie  orantes  in  odium  Jesu  Nazareni. 

t  I  add  D.  Parsos*  opinion.    De  geniculatione  et  capitis  apertionevel  in- 
dioatlone  ad  Nomen  Jesus  prolatam,  si  Lntherani  et  Papists  nt  de  HeTeren 
lift  Adiopbosa  con«entiant,  nibil  ab  iis  nos  dissentimns,  nam  et  nos  earn  cere- 
nooiam  (nisi  ubi  superetitionis  species  aut  confirmatio  Titanda  est)  libera 
obaennmus.    Da^id  Par.  Irenic.  c.24.  art.  \b,^R»  B, 
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ai  the  eonfestioii  and  litany,  and  other  prayer«>  and  standing 
up  at  the  belief.  Gospel,  &c.  But  of  these  I  fasiTe  spoken  m 
the  former  book,  and  therefore  need  not  here  repeat  them. 
See  book  3.  c.  9,  and  1 1 . 

For  the  same  reason  I  omit  the  exceptions  whieh  are 
made  against  the  21st  Canon,  which  obligeth  erery  parishio- 
ner to  receive  the  communion  three  times  a  year,  and  the 
minister  to  deliver  both  the  bread  and  wine  to  every  commu- 
nicant severally.  For  of  these  I  have  spoken  beibre  ia 
treating  of  the  communion. 

The  24tb  and  25th  Canons  speak  of  habits,  sarpHce, 
hoods,  copes,  &c.  But  I  have  already  dispatdied  Mr.  Bax- 
ter's arguments  about  them,  in  treating  of  that  rubrick  in  the 
Common  Prayer,  which  says  all  ornaments  Aall  be  in  use, 
which  were  appointed  in  the  2d  year  of  the  reign  of  King 
Edward  VI.     See  book  3.  c.  7. 

The  26th  Canon  ought  not  to  be  omitted,  not  because  I 
fnd  any  objections  against  it,  but  because  it  is  so  plain  tL 
disproof  of  the  confident  and  ignorant  pretence  of  some^ 
who  say  our  CSmrch  allows  no  ordinary  exercise  of 
ttpline  to  private  ministers,  when  yet  the  very  express 
of  this  Canon  are,  '^  that  no  minister  shall  in  any  wise  admirM 
to  the  receiving  of  the  holy  communion,  any  of  his  cure  o^ 
flock,  who  are  openly  known  to  live  in  sin  notorious,  withooi-.'^ 
r^entance,  nor  any  who  have  maliciously  and  openly  coi 
tended  with  their  neighbours,  until  they  shall  be  reconcil< 
Nor  any  church- wardens,  &c.  who  break  their  oaths  in 
fusing  to  present  such  enormities,  and  public  offences 
they  know  themselves  to  be  committed  in  their 
This  is  agreeable  to  the  rubrick  in  the  communion 
which  authorizes  the  minister  to  repel  notorious  and  o] 
evil  livers  from  the  Lord's  table ;  which  is  not  to  be 


stood  widi  that  restriction  which  some  put  upon  it,  as  if 
meant  only  persons  formally  and  judicially  excommunical 
or  notorious  in  law,  but  all  such  persons  whom  the  mints^C^-er 
certainly  knows  to  be  guilty  of  any  public  scandalous  crim^E?^, 
in  which  they  persist  without  repentance ;  as  learned  p^^r- 
soos  well  expound  it 

See  Bishop  Stilfing^eet's  Unreasonableness  of  Separ'A* 
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tkm,  put  &  n.  15.  p.  875.    And  Dr.  Siierioek't  Deftnce  of 
SliUiiig.  pu  103w 


CHAP.  IX 

Of  ik§  tlik  CanoHy  %§kich  forbids  Sehismaiies  to  bs  admit- 
i§d  io  Commwnian:  the  2Sih  Canon,  which  denies  Comf 
mwnian  io  Strangers  :  the  99/A,  which  forbids  Fathers  to 
be  Godfathers  for  their  own  Children:  the  aoth,  yAich 
explains '  the  Use  of  the  Cross  in  Baptism:  SBth,  which 
repdres. Subscription  of  Ministers :  38th,  which  censures 
lUvoliers  after  Subscription. 

All  theae  CSanons,*  enept  the  last,  hate  been  considered 
Wfoie.  The  27 A,  which  forbids  schismatics  to  be  admitted 
to  the  commanioD,  imless  they  make  protestation  ofrepen- 
tanse ;  and  the  28th  which  remits  strangers  back  to  their 
swn  parish  to  receive  the  communion  there>  have  been  spo- 
ken to  in  the  first  book,  chap.  6.  where  I  treat  of  occasional 
communion.  The  89th,  which  forbids  fathers  to  he  sole 
iponsors  for  their  own  children,  is  justified  also  before,  book 
ti  0.  20.  where  I  discourse  of  the  use  of  sponsors  in  the 
French  Church.  The  30th,  which  explains  the  use  of  the 
sign  of  the  cross  in  baptism,  is  treated  of  in  the  same  book, 
chap.  ]  7.  The  36th,  which  requires  subscription  of  minis* 
toffs,  is  handled  at  large,  book  I.e.  3.  where  I  treat  of  sub- 
•oription  in  general,  and  book  2.  c.  1.  which  treats  of  sub- 
scription to  the  Articles.  And  boo|L  3.  c.  1st,  2d,  and  3d, 
which  handle  the  business  of  assent  and  consent,  and  the 
sae  of  the  forms  prescribed  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer. 
And  what  concerns  subscription  to  the  Book  of  ordering 
bishops,  priests  and  deacons,  has  been  considered  already 
in  this  book,  c.  5.  in  speaking  of  the  8th  Canon.  The 
only  Canon  therefore  which  I  shall  say  any  thing  furth^  of 
iQ  this  chapter,  is  the  38th,  which  censures  revolters  after 
subscription,  in  this  manner,  ^'  if  any  minister,  after  he  hath 
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ODoe  siibscribed  to  the  said  three  Articles,  shall  omit  to  use 
the  Form  of  Prayer,  or  any  of  the  orders  or  ceremonies  pre- 
scribed in  the  Communion  Book,  let  him  be  suspended :  and 
if  after  a  month  he  do  not  reform,  and  submit  himself,  let 
him  be  excommunicated:  and  then  if  he  shall  not  submit 
himself  within  the  space  of  another  month,  let  him  be  de- 
posed from  the  ministry/^ 

''  Mr.  B.  says,  this  is  excommunicating  men  for  repenting 
of  sin,  and  such  an  abuse  of  excommunication,  as  that  our 
Saviour  speaks  of,  '  they  shall  cast  out  your  names  as  evil 
doers,*  **  &c.  EngL  Noncon.  c.  31. 

Let  us  try  whether  the  French  Church  does  not  abuse  ex- 
communication after  the  same  manner,  to  use  his  phraseabout 
it  There  is  a  Canon  in  their  Book  of  Discipline,  which  I 
have  often  had  occasion  to  recite,  and  must  here  make  use 
of  it  once  more,  which  says,  "  a  pastor  or  elder  breaking  the 
Churches  union,  stirring  up  contention  about  any  point  of 
doctrine,  or  of  the  discipline  which  he  had  subscribed,  or 
about  the  form  of  catechizing,  or  administration  of  the  Sacra- 
ments, or  of  our  commou  prayers,  and  celebration  of  mar- 
riage, and  not  conforming  to  the  determination  of  the  CbuK* 
sis,  he  shall  be  then  suspended  from  his  office,  and  be 
further  prosecuted  by  the  provincial,  or  national  Synod.** 
Disciplin.  cap.  5.  art.  32. 

Now  this  I  take  to  be  exactly  the  same  with  our  Canon. 
Revolters  after  subscription  are  to  be  suspended  by  the 
Classis;  and  if  upon  that  they  do  not  reform,  and  sub- 
mit themselves,  they  are  to  be  farther  prosecuted  by  the 
provincial,  or  national  Synod.  And  what  can  that  further 
prosecution  be,  but  deposition  or  excommunication  ?  And 
if  the  Synod  excommunicate  them,  every  minister  in  France 
is  bound  by  his  oath  of  Canonical  obedience,  to  publish  the 
excommunication,  if  he  be  required.  So  tlmt  if  our  Canoii 
deserves  those  hard  names,  which  Mr.  B.  gives  it,  when  he 
says,  it  obliges  us  to  excommunicate  men  only  for  repenting 
of  sin,  meaning  their  subscription ,  I  cannot  see  how  the 
French  disdpline  will  be  cleared  or  their  rules  escape  the 
same  imputation. 

Bui-  bendes  this  Canon  they  have  many  rules  of  the 
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Vlkm  nattiw.  Id  the  ■ame  Book  of  Duotpline,  cap.  1.  art  47. 
**'  mmoag  other  crimes  for  which  a  nuDifter  may  be  depoeed, 
rajectiDif  of  the  eoanaelt  of  the  coDsistory  b  one,  and  ■ohiam 
aaother*  and  rebellioo  agaiaai  the  discipline  of  the  Church 
a  third**  It  aeems,  if  after  admonition  and  mispention,  they 
do  not  conform  to  the  order  of  the  Church,  then  they  are  to 
he  deposed. 

The  Synod  of  Ales.  1680.  Cap.  10.  Art.  22.  speakbg  of 
fsbels  against  die  discipUne  of  the  Church,  says,  "  classes, 
soBsistories,  and  Synods  shall  iniict  upon  them  the  heaTieat 
oensnre  of  excommunication.** 

The  Synod  of  Montauhan,  1594.  Cap.  4.  Art.  19.  says, 
listers  shall  have  no  alteration  in  the  forms  of  public 
and  administration  of  the  Sacraments,  the  whole 
kmng  been  prudently  and  piously  ordained,  and  for  the 
■sst  part  in  plain  and  eipress  terms  of  hdiy  Scripture.'* 

Now  compare  these  Canons  together,  and  see  what  thsy 
woantto.  Ministers  must  make  no  alteration  b  the  forms 
of  pibUc  prayers,  ftc.  If  they  do,  they  are  liable  to  be  sus* 
Maded;  V  dfter  that,  they  persist  obstinate,  they  are  to  be 
dumad  rebels  agamst  the  discipline  of  the  Church,  and  to 
bs  proceeded  against  as  such  by  deposition  or  excommu- 
uettion. 

They  have  other  Canons  which  suspend  men  for  trans* 
gNssing  their  rules  about  preaching,  one  or  two  of  which 
it  will  not  be  amiss  here  to  mention.  The  Book  of  Disci- 
plbe,  cap.  1.  art  12.  gives  these  directions  to  preachers: 
"  They  shall  never  preach  without  having  for  foundation  of 
their  discourse,  a  text  of  Holy  Scripture. — ^They  shall  for- 
Wr  all  needless  enlargements,  all  superfluous  heaping  up 
of  Scripture  quotations,  and  vain  recitals  of  various  and  dif- 
ferent expositions.  They  shall  very  rarely  alledge  the 
writings  of  the  fathers,  nor  at  any  time  profane  histories  and 
tiithors;  that  so  they  may  reserve  unto  the  Scripture 
tatirely,  its  own  authority.  Moreover  they  thall  not  handle 
toy  doctrine  in  a  scholastic  way  of  disputation,  nor  with  a 
mixture  of  langhages. — ^And  that  this  Canon  may  be  more 
carefully  observed,  consistories,  classes,  and  Synods  shall 
put  to  dieir  helping  hand.'*    And  what  they  mean  by  their 
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belpiogr  band,  ia  explained  in  the  Synod  of  Gfap>  1603.  Cap. 
3.  Art  4.  which  orders  them  to  suspend  ail  that  obsenre  not 
the  foresaid  rules,  *'  All  provincial  Synods,  classes,  and 
conaistoriesy  are  enjoined,  as  they  would  avoid  the  greatest 
censures,  to  have  a  strict  eye  over  such  who  act  contrary  to 
the  eleventh  Article  of  the  first  chapter  of  our  Disciphne, 
and  to  suspend  them  from  the  ministry.  And  they  also  shall 
be  liable  to  the  same  censure,  who  leaving  the  true  and 
genuine  sense  of  Scripture  expounded  by  itself,  do  rathe? 
pitch  upon  the  glosses  of  fathers,  and  school  men,  and 
launch  out  into  allegories  :  larding  their  sermons  with  pbilo* 
sophical  discourses,  quoting  the  fathers,  and  bringing  their 
books  with  them  into  the  pulpit;  and  they  also,  who  in  lune 
of  Lent,  or  on  such  noted  seasons,  do  diuse  the  self  same 
texts  with  the  Popish  preachers/* 

Here  it  is  plain,  that  all  who  transgress  these  rules  abotti 
preaching  are  to  be  suspended;  and  then  if  they  rebel 
against  the  discipline  of  the  Church,  or  reject  the  counsels  of 
the  consistory,  by  that  rule  of  the  Synod  of  Ales  and  Book  of 
Discipline,  Chap.  1.  Art  47.  they  are  to  be  deposed  and  cen* 
sured  with  excommunication.  I  know  not  what  Mr.  Baxter 
would  have  thought  or  said  of  these  Canons,  or  how  £ur  he 
would  have  complied  with  them,  either  in  his  own  preaehh 
ing,  or  censuring  tmusgressors  :  but  I  am  sure,  after  all  his 
tragical  outcries  against  the  Canon  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, there  is  nothing  in  it,  but  what  is  .fully  justified  % 
these  rules  of  discipline  in  the  reformed  Church  of  Fraaee, 


CHAP.  X. 

Of  the  49th    Canofiy  which  forbids   Ministers^  who  are . 
not  licensed  Preachers,  to  expound  the  Scripture,  B^e. 
That  the  same  Thing  in  effifct,  is  done  in  the  Church  of 
France. 

The  words  of  this  Canon  are,  '*  No  person  whatsoever  not 
examined  and  approved  by  the  bishop  of  the  diocese,  or  not 


licGDSfld  for  a  suEBcicnt  or  convenient  preacher,  shall  take 
upon  him  (o  expound  in  his  own  cure  or  elsewhere,  any 
Scripture  or  matter  of  doctrine,  but  shall  only  study  to  read 
plainly  and  aptly,  without  glossing  or  adding,  the  homilies 
already  set  forth,  or  hereafter  to  be  published  by  la^vful  au- 
thority, for  the  confirmation  of  the  true  Caith,  and  for  the 
good  instruction  and  edification  of  tho  people." 

Mr,  Baxter  is  very  angry  with  this  Canon,  and  after  his 
QEual  manner,  says,  "  It  binds  us  to  sacrilege,  perlidiousness, 
and  uncliarilahle  inhumanity.  1.  Men  are  at  once  made 
Christ's  ministers  and  forbid  to  exorcise  that  wliich  they 
are  ordained  lo.  2.  We  ar«  laid  under  tlie  heinous  guilt  of 
breaking  our  vow,  when  they  bavo  engaged  us  to  make 
it  J  and  of  betraying  men's  souls,  by  omitting  a  vowed 
duty.  3.  We  are  forbidden  that  which  is  the  duty  of  every  - 
lay-christian  that  is  able,  as  if  they  would  suppress  religioa 
and  charity  itself. 

This  is  all  the  charity  Mr.  Baxter  had  for  the  religion  of 
the  English  Churchmen  !  I  will  first  shew  what  was  the  prao- 
tice  of  the  French  Church  in  this  matter,  and  then  examine 
bis  KfiKins  against  the  English  Canon. 

A>  to  the  case  of  the  French  Church,  I  obMrre  that  Ibey 
lay  wider  the  aame  unfortunate  neceteity  for  many  yaaiB 
after  tjie  reformation,  that  the  English  Churcb  did ;  that  'm, 
(bat  in  DMtny  p«rt>  of  the  luDgdom  they  could  not  have  th«i^ 
dmrehai  supplied  by  fit  aod  a^le  preachers,  who  could 
compose  sormoDB  of  their  own  for  Uie  use  of  tbe  people; 
batforwRatof  such,  they  were  forced  to  appoint  Calvin's 
bornilies  upon  Job  to  be  read  publicly  in  the  chorcbei. 
And  Beza  says  this  was  done  with  very  great  benefit  to  sucb 
cburchee  as  could  not  be  better  supplied.  Beza  PreeC  in 
Calvin.  Homil.  b  Job. 

liUdovious  Capellus  considers  this  matter  particularly,  and 
his  resolution  is  this :  "  That  postils,  homilies,  and  such 
other  set  forms  of  preaching,  are  to  be  allowed  as  little  io 
the  use  of  the  Church  as  may  be ;  not  because  they  are 
absotutdy  and  simply  unlawful,  or  wholly  to  be  prohibited, 
but  because  they  would  be  ao  oooasion  of  sloth  and  idleness 


£40  THB    tUNOH  church's  APQLoQY 

and  breed  ignorance  in  pastors.     Yet  forasmuch  as  in  at 
places,  especially  in  country  villages  and  hamlets,  in  sc 
great  a  namber  and  multitude  of  country   churches,  h 
would  be  no  easy    matter  to  procure    so  many   learned 
and  able  ministers,   that   could  of  themselves  continuallj 
make  new  sermons  for  the  edification  of  the  people,  as  their 
occasions  and  necessities  should  require,  it  is  much  better 
that  they  should  read  and  preach  to  the  people  either  domin* 
ical  postils,  or  whole  homilies  composed  by  learned  and 
pious  men,  by  the  public  authority  of  the  Church,  rather 
than  say  nothing  at  all.    To  confirm  this  his  opinion  and 
judgment,  he  alledges  the  authority  and  dractice  of  the 
Church  of  England.  ''  This,  says  he,  was  heretofore  doM 
in  England,  when  the  reformation  was  first  begun  there; 
together  with  the  Liturgy,  a  great  volume  of  homilies  wu 
composed,  which  were  read  to  the  people  on  every  Lonf  i 
day  and  holiday,  by  such  pastors  as  could  not  make  wt/h 
mons  of  their  own.    And  histories  tell  us,  that  the  same 
thing  was  anciently  done  in  France  by  Charles  the  Oreet, 
at  whose  command,  his«  master  Alcuin  is  said  to  have  eoa- 
posed  a  set  of  homilies,  which  were  read  in  order  to  the 
people  on  all  Sundays  and  holidays,  the  year  round.  Andwho 
knows  not,  that  in  all  the  Eastern,  Southern,  and  Nortbeii 
parts  of  the  world  out  of  Europe,  in  Asia,  and  Africa,  tbeie 
are  scarce  any  pastors  among  the  Christians  there  at  thb 
day,  that  can  preach  to  the  people  sermons  of  their  owi 
composing  1    And  is  it  not  better  they  should  preadi  se^ 
mons  of  other  men^s  composing  than  none  at  all  ?  Thuslir 
Capellus,  in  hb  disputation  about  Liturgies,  part.  3.  ii.9, 10. 
among  the  Theses  Salmurienses,  p.  659. 

We  see  the  case  of  the  French  and  English  Chnrdi  was 
the  same :  it  was  not  choice  but  necessity  that  led  them  bbtk 
to  take  the  best  measures  that  they  could ;  and  the  Frendi 
writers  are  so  far  from  condemning  the  English  Church  with 
Mr.  Baxter, that  they  make  use  of  her  authority  to  justify  their 
own  Churches  practice,  in  appointing  homilies  to  be  read  te 
the  people  in  such  places,  where  the  pastors  had  not  sufB- 
cient  ability  and  skill  to  preach  sermons  of  their  own  com- 
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pOMbg.  And  I  haye  shewn  ekewhere/  that  the  Daloh 
CSboTches  did  the  same,  in  appointbg  BuUinger^s  decads  to 
be  read  instead  of  sermons,  from  the  beginning  of  die 
.  iwinnation. 

.  Let  us  now  hear  Mr.  Baxter^s  arguments  against  our 
Ghnrch^s  Canon,  and  consider  what  they  amount  to.  1.  He 
i^s,  **  Hen  are  at  once  made  Christ^s  ministers,  and  forbid- 
im  to  exerdse  that,  which  they  are  ordained  to.  But  are  any 
odsined  to  preach  sermons  of  their  own  composing,  whe- 
t^r  they  be  able  to  coippose  them  or  no  1  Suppose  ordinia- 
llBR  be  a  TOW  and  dedication  to  the  sacred  office,  as  both  he 
4|id  we  say  it  is :  does  the  office  consist  altogether  in  preach- 
kg  iermons  of  the  minister's  own  making  ?  What  then 
Meomes  of  all  the  Churches  of  Ihe  East,  South,  and  North 
m  Asia  and  Africa,  where  Capeiius  tells  as  the  ministers 
i|r  not  able  to  preach  sermons  of  their  own,  but  only  homi- 
ipm  to  the  people  1  Are  such  ministers  guilty  of  breach  of 
1  Or  is  there  no  performance  of  the  sacred  office  among 
1  Were  ^  those  French  and  Dutch  Churches  also 
nftqnt  the  sacred  office  of  preaching,  who  had  no  other 
MpRions  but  Calvin's  homilies,  or  Bullinger's  decads  read  to 
Asm  1  Wliy  is  not  this  preaching  the  word  of  God  to  the 
people,  as  well  when  theise  sermons  are  read  out  of  a  printed 
book,  as  when  they  were  first  spoken  by  Bullinger  or  Calvin, 
fnmded  it  be  done  by  a  public  minister  regularly  appointed 
Is  perform  Divine  service  ?  The  contrary  notion,  which  Mr. 
Bisber  advances,  is  so  absurd  in  itself,  and  so  great  a 
hproach  to  half  the  Christian  world  (Churches  that  Mr. 
Baiter  upon  other  occasions  expresses  a  great  value  for, 
ttd  often  appeals  to  them)  that  in  compliment  to  them  he 
■ight  have  dropped  this  argument,  though  he  had  no  respect 
Cot  the  Church  of  England. 

8.  But  he  says,  '^  This  Canon  lays  us  under  the  heinous 
guilt  of  breaking  our  vow,  when  the  Church  has  engaged  us 
to  make  it ;  and  of  betraying  men's  souls,  by  omitting  a 
VDwed  dnty.^'  This  will  be  best  understood  by  considering 
M} 


*  See  Book  2,  chap.  11. 
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the  minister's  promise  at  his  ordination ,  which  is  the  oove- 
nant  and  vow  he  talks  so  much  of.  For  if  there  be  nothing 
in  our  ordination  promise,  but  what  is  consistent  with  this 
canon,  and  agreeable  to  the  practice  of  all  other  Churches, 
then  his  whole  argument  faUs  to  the  ground. 

Now  the  covenant  made  at  ordination  is,  I  think,  the  same 
that  is  made  in  other  Churches.  In  our  form,  it  runs  thus: 
'^  Quest.  Are  you  determined  out  of  the  Scriptures  to  instrael 
the  people  committed  to  your  charge?  Ans.  I  have  so  deter* 
mined  by  Ood's  grace.  Quest.  WU  you  give  your  faithfiil 
diligence  always  so  to  minister  the  aoctrine  and  sacrameDttj 
and  the  discipline  of  Christ,  as  the  Lord  hath  command* 
ed,  &c  that  you  may  teach  the  people  committed  to  yoiif 
care  and  charge,  with  all  diligence  to  keep  and  observe  the 
same  1  Ans.  I  will  so  do  by  the  help  of  ihe  Lord  Quests 
Will  you  be  ready  with  all  faithful  diligence  to  banish  anddrivn 
away  all  erroneous  and  stmnge  doctrines  contrary  to  God^s ' 
word)  and  to  use  both  public  and  private  monitions  and  ez^ 
hortations,  as  well  to  the  sick,  as  to  the  wliole  within  yow 
cure,  as  need  shall  require,  and  occasion  shall  be  given  I 
Ans.  I  will,  the  Lord  being  my  helper.'^ 

Mr.  Baxter  breaks  out  into  a  very  indecent  and  unmatt* 
nerly  passion  upon  this ;  saying,  **  Is  it  not  treachery  to  draw 
men  into  all  these  vows,  and  then  to  command  them  never 
to  preach*  or  expound  any  doctrine,  &c.  Doth  it  not  oonw 
near  to  an  atheistical  prohibition  of  religion  V^  I  will  not 
answer  railing  with  railing,  but  ask  a  few  more  pertinent  and 
reasonable  questions.  I.  Whether  this  vow  obliges  men  to 
preach  the  Oospel  precisely  after  one  and  the  same  way  1 
2.  Whether  reading  the  Scriptures  and  homilies  be  not 
preaching  God's  word  to  the  people  1  and  if  a  man,  who  is 
not  able  to  do  more,  do  this  carefully  and  diligently,  does 
he  not  discharge  his  ordination  vow  to  the  best  of  his  power  ? 
If  any  man  say,  no ;  then  let  him  answer  for  the  practice  of 
the  French  Church.  3.  Whether  all  preachers,  notwithstand- 
ing their  ordination  vow,  be  not  under  some  certain  rules 
and  limitations  of  ecelesiasticiAvUws  and  discipline,  as  to  the 
particular  exercise  of  their  function  ?  I  am  sure  they  are  in 
the  French  Church :  for  I  have  proved  before  in  the  very  last 
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cbapler,  that  tbey  are  limited  to  a  precise  form  and  method 
in  their  preaching,  which  they  may  not  transgress  under  pain 
ef  suspension,  deposition  and  excommunication.    They  must 
also  keep  to  their  own  parish  churches,  and  not  rove  about 
and  preach  where  they  please.     *'  Ministers  shall  not  be 
fagrants,  says  their  Book  of  Discipline,  (chap.  1.  art.  24.) 
lor  have  liberty  to  intrude  themselves  of  their  own  authority 
■IQ  any  place  which  best  pleaseth  them.  And  if  they  do,  they 
am  liable  to  be  deposed.  Now  this^  I  think,  is  to  tie  men  up  to 
aome  fules  and  orders  in  preaching,  which  unless  tfiey 
dbaerve,  they  may  not  preach  at  all,  notwithstanding  their 
tofenant  and  vow   at  ordination.    4.   I  ask  whether  all 
peachers  be  not  obliged  to  conform  to  those  rules  and  orders 
of  any  Church,  which  they  themselves  have  subscribed  and 
pfomised  to  observe  in  preaching,  praying,  administering  the 
Sieraments,  &c.    And  5.  If  they  do  not  conform  to  them, 
whether  they  may  not  lawfully  be  suspended  or  deposed,  as 
ipbU  for  their  nonconformity  to  such  rules,  as  for  preaching 
keretical  doctrine?  6.  Whether  if  they  be  silenced  or  deposed 
si  ly  legal  authority  for  such  nonconformity,  they  ought  not  to 
I   submit,  and  leave  off  preaching  (till  licensed  by  the  same 
V   andiority  again)  notwithstanding  their  vow  at  ordination  1 
I    If  any  man  says,  no,  to  all  these  questions,  as  Mr.  Baxter 
f    must  do  by  his  principles,  and  thinks  there  is  a  necessity  laid 
upon  him  to  preach  the  Gospel  against  all  rules  and  orders 
ef  the  Church,  that  would  put  any  restraint  upon  him  :  then 
I  desire  him  to  answer  and  account  for  the  discipline  and 
practice  of  the  French  Church,  which  obliges  all  her  minis- 
ters to   subscribe  to  her  rule  about  preaching,   praying, 
administering  the  Sacraments,  and  all  other  points  of  her 
discipline ;  and  if  they  do  not  conform  to  those  rules,  she 
suspends  and  deposes  them  ;  and  then  if  they  rebel  against 
her  discipline,  and  preach  when  silenced,  she  makes  them 
liable  to  the  heaviest  censure  of  excommunication,  as  I  have 
proved  before  beyond  all  possibility  of  contradiction. 

The  result  of  ail  is  this :  either  men  may  be  under  some 
limitation  as  to  preaching,  notwithstanding  their  ordination 
vow;  or  else  the  French  Church  sins  grievously  in  laying 

so  many  limitations  upon  her  ministers,  as  to  the  exercise  of 
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their  gifts  and  talents,  after  she  has  ordained  them :  to  use 
Mr.  Baxter^s  phrase,  she  treacherously  draws  men  into  vows 
to  preachy  and  when  she  has  done  that,  commands  them  not 
to  preach.  But  if  this  be  an  unjust  character  of  the  French 
Church,  it  is  no  less  a  slander  of  the  Church  of  England. 

3.  What  Mr.  Baxter  urges  as  a  further  argument,  is  stills 
greater  calumny.   He  says, "  this  Canon  forbids  that,  which 
is  the  duty  of  every  lay  Christian  that  is  able,  as  if  they  would 
suppress  religion  and  charity  itself."     I  wonder  where  Mr. 
Baxter's  charity  was  when  he  uttered  this.     As  if  it  were 
the  duty  of  every  lay  Christian  to  compose  sermons,  and 
preach  them  publicly  to  the  people !  The  Canon  forbids  not 
private  instructions  to  any  persons,  whether  licensed  preachr 
ers  or  not  licensed ;   but  only   confines  such  as  are  not 
thought  sufficiently  qualified  to  compose  sermons  of  theil 
own,  to  preach  only  the  Scriptures  and  homilies  set  forth b] 
authority  for  the  instruction  of  the  people.     And  the  sanU 
thing,  when  necessity  required  it,  was  done  in  the  Churd 
of  Fraope. 

4.  But  what  a  priest  is  that,  who  must  be  forbidden  to  tead 
the  people  in  the  Church  ?  If  he  means  by  teaching,  preacb 
ing  of  Scripture,  or  homilies,  or  other  public  forms  composed 
by  the  Church,  then  it  is  false  that  any  priest  is  forbidden  ti 
teach  the  people  in  the  Church :  but  if  he  meant  that  nothing 
is  teaching  the  people  bdsides  preaching  sermons  of  th( 
minister's  own  composing,  I  have  already  proved  that  to  b( 
absurd,  and  contrary  to  the  sense  of  the  French  Church 
which,  in  cases  of  necessity,  allows  such  priests  as  only  reac 
homilies,  and  yet  does  not  think  she  forbids  them  to  teact 
the  people. 

5  "  But  if  reading  the  Scripture  and  homilies  wilLquali^ 
men  for  the  priesthood,  then  one  may  be  a  priest,  that  know! 
no  more  than  an  infidel,  or  atheist;  and  if  reading  wil 
qualify  men  for  a  benefice,  many  will  study  for  no  more 
and  the  people  will  value  them  accordingly."  Suppose  this 
were  true,  would  it  not  be  as  tru^  in  France  as  England ' 
But  how  does  it  appear  that  a  man  as  ignorant  as  an  atheist 
or  an  infidel,  may  be  ordained  a  priest?  Mr.  B.  could  no 
be  ignorant  that  our  rules  admit  of  no  such,  if  they  be  pro 


FOR  THE  CHURCH  OF  ENOLAND.  245 

£Bifed  atheists  or  infidels :  and  if  they  be  secret  ones,  they 
iMj  have  more  knowledge  than  will  qualify  them  to  be  made 
priests,  and  they  may  perhaps  be  made  priests  too,  and  no 
C%orch  know  it,  or  be  able  to  help  it.  There  will  be  Julians 
asd  Jndases  in  all  communions,  after  all  the  care  that  is 
tiksR  to  prevent,  them.  ''  But  if  reading  will  qualify  men  for 
abenefice,  niany  will  study  for  no  more,  and  the  people  will 
«lae  them  accordingly.'*  What  is  this  to  the  purpose  1 
(ki  Oborch  never  allows  of  bare  readers  but  only  in  cases 
rfiecessity,  as  all  other  Churches  must,  when  they  can  have 
psbdtter.  This,  God  be  thanked !  is  not  our  present  case^ 
ImI  therefore  there  is  no  such  danger  of  an  idle  and  igno^ 
mi  elergy  now :  for  whilst  the  Church  is  supplied  with  a 
Mfident  number  of  able  preachers,  men  must  study  for  a 
ilde  more  than  reading,  or  else  the  benefices  will  hardly 
Mto  their  share.  And  so  Mr.  B.*s  fear  of  the  contempt  of 
fts  clergy  upon  that  account,  is  answered. 

flL  Bat  the  grand  objection  is  yet  behind,  for  the  sake  of 
wUoh  all  the  rest  were^made.  He  says,  "  This  Canon  makes 
AsRunistiy  arbitrary  to  the  bishop's  will.  He  fliy  bind 
H  to  the  office,  and  when  he  hath  done,  keep  us  from  it. 
As  many  are  kept  from  it  by  the  new  Act  of  Uniformity,  who 
lie  denied  lipenses  without  new  professions,  &c.  And  here- 
tofore such  excellent  men  as  the  world  is  not  worthy  of, 
Ames,  Bayn,  Parker,  Hiidersharo,  Dod,&c.  have  been  for- 
bidden to  preach.'' 

Now  the  sum  of  this  charge  amounts  only  to  this,  that  the 
bisbops  are  arbitrary  men,  because  they  act  according 
to  law  and  canon.  I  had  thought  arbitrary  power  had 
Signified  a  quite  different  thing,  and  that  it  was  impos- 
sfl>le  for  men  to  be  arbitrary,  so  long  as  they  were 
tied  to  act  by  rules,  as  I  am  sure  our  bishops  are,  in 
granting  licenses,  and  such  other  things.  If  men  be 
qualified  for  licenses  by  the  law,  the  bishop  cannot  deny 
them;  but  if  they  be  not,  it  is  not  the  bishops  arbitrary 
will,  but  the  law  that  denies  them.  And  this  is  the  case  of 
nonconformists:  it  is  not  the  will  of  the  bishops,  but  the 
law  that  denies  them  licenses.  And  the  same  law  denies 
them  licenses   in   Franco ;    as  appears   (roni    (lie    ease   of 
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Morelly,  and  Mr.  Weliih,  and  what  I  have  discoursed  in 
foregoing  chapter,  and  other  places  of  this  Book.*  So  thi 
men  were  never  so  excellent  in  other  respects,  if  they  wo 
not  conform  to  the  laws  and  discipline  of  France ;  Claf 
and  Synods  had  as  much  arbitary  power,  if  we  must  nc 
call  it  so,  to  deny  them  licenses,  or  take  them  away  by  sil( 
ing,  or  deposing  them,  as  any  bishops  in  Elngland  hi 
And  ministers  there  did  not  presume  to  think  this  power 
lawful,  or  that  they  might  lawfully  act  against  it.  Yc 
must  add,  that  those  excellent  men  Mr.  B.  speaks  of,  v 
of  the  same  opinion  :  they  had  this  one  excellent  qua 
which  though  he  did  not  think  fit  to  mention,  yet  to  t 
praise  be  it  spoken,  that  when  they  were  silenced  for  t 
non-conformity,  they  did  not  think  themselves  obligee 
their  ordination  covenant  to  set  up  separate  meetingffe 
preach  against  the  rules  of  the  Church,  and  wiU  of  t 
superiors.  Three  of  the  five  Mr.  B.  mentions,  1  am  s 
were  of  this  opinion.  Parker  wrote  against  the  separat 
and  wished  it  had  never  been  made.  Utinam,  O  uiin 
nata  nJtl^uamfuisset !  are  his  words  about  it  De  Poli 
Ecdes.  lib.  1.  c.  14.  n.  I. 

Hildersham  was  four  times  silenced  during  the  reig 
Queen  Elizabeth,  King  James  I.  and  King  Charles  L 
it  does  not  appear  by  his  printed  lectures,  that  he  ever  f 
upon  him  to  preach  in  the  intervals. 

See  G.  G.  History  of  the  Church  of  Great  Britain,  p.  < 
and  Hildersham  Lectur.  on  the  5l8t  Psal. 

Mr.  Dod  refused  to  preach,  when  deprived  for  refusi 
subscription  in  the  third  year  of  King  James.  And  t 
certain  minister,  urging  him  with  Mr.  B.'s  argument  frona 
ordination  vow,  '^  that  he  was  a  minister  not  of  man,  bi: 
Jesus  Christ ;  he  replied,  it  is  true,  he  was  a  ministc 
Jesus  Christ,  but  by  man,  and  not  from  Christ,  as 
Apostles  only  were ;  and  therefore  if  by  the  laws  of  mei 
was  prohibited  preaching,  he  ought  to  obey  and  he  nevei 
preach  till  his  patron,  Mr.  Knightly,  procured  him  a  lic< 
from  Archbishop  Abbot."  See  Sir  Hen.  Yelverton's  Pre 
to  Bishop  Morton  of  Episcopacy,  p.  47. . 

See  Book  i.  c.  6.  and  Boolt  iv.  c.  8. 


w 
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This  was  DOt  according  to  Mr.  B.'s  prinoifde,  who  nokofu  ' 
preaching'  without  a  license  bo  necessary  •  duty,  by  raawMi 
of  the  ordination- vow  j  thnt  not  to  preach  wbenAilftnced  by 
aolhority,  19  no  less  a  sin  with  him  than  breach  «f  coTanaiit, 
uid  omitting-  a  vowed  duty.  These  old  Doo-oonformiatB 
w«re  of  another  opinion  ;  and  if  the  principlea  and  praeUoe  • 
of  the  present  non-conformists  hn  more  ag^eabla  to  Mr. 
B.'b  notion,  yet  tliey  ruay  consider  that  they  differ  aa  muoh 
from  the  principles  of  these  excellent  naeD,  as  they  do  iTom 
lite  rales  of  the  French  Church  and  tb«  C^rdi  of  JBagknd.  . 

Now  I  hope  I  have  satisfied  all  Mr.  !(/■  objeotiona  a^^aiaat 
tfaig  Canon,  which  restrains  ordained  mintBtera  from  ppanjh- 
jti;  without  a  license,  in  some  certain  oaaea,  when  th» law 
'J^oires  it;  having-  made  it  appear,  that  there  u  nothing 
-jl^^ar  in  our  Church's  practice,  nor  any  ol^eotton  agaiDat 
it,  bat  what  is  equally  levelled  at  the  nilea  and  dtsoipUne  of 
the  reformed  Church  of  France. 


CHAR  XI. 

Of  the  55tk  Canon,  which  speaks  of  Prayer  before  Sw- 
■mhi;  and  the  blth,  which  forbids  Persons  to  go  ofr 
Baptism  and  the  Communion  from  their  own  Parish 
Churches,  because  their  awn  Minister  is  not  a  Preacher. 

The  55th  Canon  1  had  not  here  mentioned,  but  only  to 
justify  the  common  practice  of  our  ministers  in  using  a  form 
"f  prayer  before  sermon,  difl'erent  from  any  enjoined  in  the 
Cuimon  Prayer  Book.  Mr.  B.  in  his  Eng.  Non-oonfor.  c. 
&  p.  43.  charges  all  ministers  with  breach  of  covenant, 
"biwause  having  subscribed,  that  they  will  use  in  public 
Jttyer  the  forms  prescribed  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer, 
*dno  other,  "they  yet  do,  in  the  pulpits  before  eermons,  use 
Mher  forms."  As  if  the  subscription  of  the  36th  Canon 
Wald  not  in  common  sense  be  understood  any  otherwise,  but 
^  as  to  clash  and  ioterfere  with  the  55tb.  When  yet  it  is 
plain  enough  to  any  candid  and  ingenuous  reader,  that  they 
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io  one  ohurcb,  and  of  receiving  the  Sacraments  in  anotl^ 
shall  be  censured,  and  by  the  advice  of  the  Classis,  or  pre 
vincial  Synod,  they  shall  be  appointed  to  join  tfaeinselvei 
unto  that  church  which  is  nearest,  and  most  convenient  to 
them."    This  I  presume,  means  their  own  parish  church. 

Another  Canon  says,  '^  ministers  shall  not  receive  ih< 
members  of  any  other  churches  to  the  Lord's  supper,  witJb 
out  a  sufficient  attestation  produced  by  them,  under  tfii 
hands  of  their  pastors  or  elders,  if  it  may  be  had,''  Synm 
of  Paris,  1565.  Cap.  1 1.  Att.  26. 

A  third  Canon  says,  ''  Synods  and  Classes  shall  consok 
how  to  fix  the  limits  and  extent  of  that  Church,  wher^  « 
minister  shall  exercise  his  ordinary  calling."  Synod  sf 
RocheL  1581.  Cap.  3.  Art.  38.  Book  of  Discipline.  Cap.  6. 
Art  3. 

It  seems  they  had  parish  bounds,  as  well  as  we :  andit 
belonged  to  classes  and  Synods  to  fix  them,  and  ohosse 
ministers  for  them;  and  they  had  power  to  confine  bolb 
ministers  and  people  to  their  own  parish  church,  and  wooU 
not  suflTer  any  man  to  forsake  his  own  pastor,  and  choose  a 
better  for  himself,  and  communicate  ordinarily  with  sudh  a 
pastor  in  prejudice  of  that  pastor  whom  they  had  appointsd- 
All  this  is  as  evident  from  these  Canons,  as  the  sun  at 
noon-day. 

2.  Hence  it  follows  also,  that  where  reading  ministers 
were  allowed,  men  might  not  leave  them,  and  go  to  other 
parishes  for  baptism,  or  the  Lord's  supper,  on  pretence  that 
such  ministers  were  not  qualified  to  administer  the  Sacra' 
meuts;  because  they  read  Calvin's  Homilies  instead  oi 
preaching  sermons  of  their  own  composing.  For  the 
Canons  make  no  exceptions  of  parishes  which  had  onlj 
such  readers,  and  consequently  confined  the  people  to  re- 
ceive the  Sacraments  from  them,  as  well  as  others. 

Besides,  their  writers  tell  us,  that  a  sermon  of  the  minis- 
ter's own  composing  is  not  necessary  to  be  preached  at  th< 
administration  of  the  Sacraments :  it  was  sufficient  to  resM 
that  homily,  or  discourse  about  baptism,  or  the  Lord's  sap 
per,  which  is  set  down  in  their  Liturgy,  in  a  certain  form  o 
words,  which  the  minister  was  bound  to  use,  containing  ai 
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«splication  of  tho  uature  of  each  Sacrament,  and  the  words 
oE  institution,  &c.  which  therefore  they  called  Verbum  coii' 
aoHotoriuin  ei  preedicaium,  the  word  preached,  and  made  it 
Hsential  to  the  Sacrameots,  and  a  necessary  p^rt  of  their  . 
consecration.  For  prayer,  together  with  this  repetition  of 
the  words  of  institution,  declaring  the  nature  and  use  of  the 
Sacmments,  loakes  np  their  form  of  consecration,  as  it  doei 
ears.     Bnt  the   minister's  sermon  before  the   Sacraments 

■  might  be  made,  or  let  alone,  without  any  detriment  to  the 
Sacraments  themselves ;  or  omission  of  any  tiling  material 
and  necessary  to  their  administration.  As  Chamior  auswen 
Bellarmin,  who  pretended  to  say,  that  Protestants  made  a 

1 1  miaister's  sermon  necessary  to  the  right  of  administration  vS 
ibe  Sacraments :  he  tells  him  this  is  false,  for  they  distin- 
guished between  the  minister's  sermon  and  tlie  Verbum 
tnctonaloTtum  ^  consecralorium,  that  is,  the  form  of  con- 

mm   Kcration  in  their  Liturgies,   The  one  yvas\xaed,iuM  propter 

k^  meniiam  Sacramenti,  sed  propter  ordinent  Eeclesies,  not 
itcause  it  teas  of  the  essence  of  the  Sacrament,  bat  becaum 
k  WW  an  order  of  the  Church,  &c.  But  the  other  did  pro- 
pwly  belong  to  the  Sacraments,  and  was  so  essential  to 
liiem,  that  they  were  not,  or  could  not  be  Sacraments  with- 
WtiL 

Cbamier,  torn.  4.  de  Sacram,  lib.  1.  c.  15.  n.  II.  Mitit 
trgo  Concionem :  a  qud  prorsus  dislincltB  sunt  Liturgies ;  m 
fniitts  vere  continetur  verbum  illud  consecratorium,  simulet 
tOKionaiorium,  proprie  pertinens  ad  sacramenla.  Quod 
*w  ^idem  lam  essentiale  statuimuM,  ut  sine  eo  nulla  ont^ 
■no  etse,  avi  esse  posse  sacramenia  certissimi  simus. 

This  u  agreeable  to  the  doctrine  of  our  Canon,  that  all 
things  material,  necessary,  and  essential  to  the  Sacrameota, 
sfe  contained  in  our  forms  of  administration,  and  theiefors 
"le  Sacraments  may  be  rightly  and  duly  administered  by 
those  forms,  by  a  minister  who  makes  no  other  sermon,  but 
(miy  that  which  those  forms  contain,  read  audibly  and  reve- 
«ntiy  to  the  people.  This  is  what  the  French  call  verbum 
Htcramentale  preedicatam,  in  opposition  to  tho  popish  mut- 
tering of  the  words  of  consecration. 
But  Mr,  B.  says.  "  if  mere  rending  will  make  a  pastor. 
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then  all  this  may  be  done  by  a  woman,  or  a  boy  of  twc 
years  of  age,  who  can  read  as  well  as  such  a  pastor.  1 
may  be  agreeable  to  Mr.  B/s  principles,  who,  in  anot 
place,  reckons  the  Sacraments  valid,  though  ministe 
by  such  a  boy  as  Athanasius  was ;  but  it  is  not  according 
the  principles  either  of  the  French  or  Ekiglish  Church,  "f 
require  not  only  reading,  but  a  solemn  ordination,  or  vo 
tion,  and  mission  of  ministers,  to  qualify  them  to  adminif 
the  Sacraments ;  and  they  never  grant  this  commission 
women,  or  boys  of  twelve  years  old.  Therefore  Mr.  B.'s 
stance  was  not  parallel. 

There  is  as  little  sense  or  modesty  in  his  other  compi 
son.  '^  A  Turk,  that  believeth  not  the  Gospel,  may  read 
and  you  may  write  it  on  a  pillar,  and  that  may  teach  m 
and  yet  pillars  and  books  are  not  pastors.^'  Are  not  thi 
very  decent  expressions  for  reading  ministers,  to  mi 
Turktf,  and  pillars,  and  posts  of  them,  after  the  Church  I 
made  them  teaders  in  cases  of  great  necessity,  when  s 
cannot  be  supplied  with  others  1  But  perhaps  he  thou| 
they  were  as  good  words  as  they  deserved :  for  he  sa; 
**  they  want  essential  abilities  to  make  them  true  minist 
of  Christ.  Since  essential  ability  as  certainly  reacheth 
the  work  of  teaching,  as  to  administering  Sacraments.^' 
that  so,  that  an  ability  to  teach  is  essential  to  the  ministr 
yet  the  manner  of  teaching,  either  by  compositions  of  th 
own,  or  by  publishing  the  authorized  compositions  of  t 
Church,  may  still  be  left  at  liberty:  and  it  is  evident,  t 
French  Church  by  teaching,  does  not  mean  what  Mr. 
means ;  that  is,  preaching  a  sermon  of  the  minister's  oi 
composing,  but  a  solemn  preaching  of  those  forms  of  t 
Church,  which  contain  the  whole  doctrine  of  the  Sacrameo 
and  all  that  is  necessary  to  be  said,  or  done  in  the 
matters,  either  to  perform  those  sacred  mysteries  aright, 
instruct  the  people  in  the  knowledge  of  them.  They  c 
this  Gk>spel  teaching,  though  Mr.  B.  is  pleased  to  say,  it 
no  more  than  women  and  boys  of  twelve  years  old  may  p 
form ;  nay,  Turks,  and  pillars,  and  books  may  teach  mea 
well  as  this,  with  reverend  to  the  French  Church  be 
spoken.     As  if  pillars  and  books  could   speak  with  \ 
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teMigiies  of  men ;  or  Turks,  or  women,  or  boyii,  Ithongh  they 

could  fpeak,  and  read,  coald  do  it  aathontatively  in  public 

tfipee,  witboot  God's  commission,  and  the  Churdi^s  ordina- 

titBk    I  believe  the  discipline  of  the  French  Church  was  not 

toiemise,  as  to  have  let  such  indecent  reflections  upon  the 

Mttieat  of  the  reading  clergy,  pass  without  a  censure :  but 

lap  sure  it  gave  no  encouragement  to  the  people  to  oon» 

iMm  her  offices  of  baptism,  and  the  Lord's  supper,  because 

%tS  were  administered  mthout  a  sermon :  for,  according  to 

ht  dootrine^  the  very  offices  themselves  are  an  instructive 

Npon ;  and  he  that  goes  from  his  own  parish  church  upon 

Ai  ooDtiary  notion,  acts  against  her  discipline,  and  incurs 

■WosDsure. 

«fc  And  much  more  liable  to  punishment  were  the 
■ttsters,  if  they  either  encouraged  any  such  notion,  or  re- 
Hived  communicants  from  other  parishes,  against  th^r 
WMDOn  rules  and  discipline.  For  all  ministers  were  under 
fb  oUigation  of  subscription  and  oath' to  observe  their  dis^ 
^pfine,  and  liable  to  the  censure  of  Classes,  and  Synods,  if 
Isy  transgressed  it ;  they. might  be  admonished,  suspended, 
dneed,  excommunicated,  and  deposed,  only  for  receiving 
eommunicants  from  other  parishes,  in  contempt  of  their 
kirs  and  discipline.  And  if  this  was  no  fault,  thus  to  censure 
Qusisters  in  France,  it  cannot  be  a  reasonable  charge  against 
tte  Church  of  England.  Especially,  when  it  is  considered 
Ait  there  is  a  good  reason  for  the  Canon :  for,  in  cases  of 
Messity,  when  the  Church  cannot  supply  every  cure  with 
>  preaching  minister,  it  is  fitting  she  should  take  the  best 
tire  of  them  otherwise  that  she  can,  by  placing  ministers  of 
bss  abilities,  to  perform  Divine  offices,  according  to  the  forms 
which  are  prescribed  for  them ;  and  when  she  has  done  that, 
K  is  as  fitting  she  should  secure  such  ministers  and  their 
nbistry  from  contempt,  and  the  people  from  such  erroneous 
opinions  as  that  is,  that  the  virtue  of  the  Sacraments  de- 
pends upon  the  minister's  ability  to  preach.  And  the  pre- 
renting  these  mischiefs  all  that  this  Canon  intended. 
Bat  the  reason  of  the  Canon  being  now  in  a  great  measure 
ceased,  by  God's  blessing,  there  is  seldom  or  never  occasion 
^  put  the  Canon  in  execution  \  and  consequently,  as  little 
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oooasioD,  if  m^i  would  be  reasonable,  to  clamonr  agasMi  it. 
Besides  that,  except  in  this  one  case' of  the  Sacraments,  the 
due  administration  of  which  is  so  well  provided  for  by  oar 
public  forms,  the  Canon  does  not  prohibit  the  people  to 
have  recourse  to  other  ministers  upon  some  occasions.  The 
fflchorttttion  before  the  Communion  expressly  allows  tlm 
liberty  to  such  as  are  troubled  in  mind,  *'  if  there  be  any 
of  you,  who  by  this  means  cannot  quiet  his  own  consdence 
herein,  but  requireth  further  comfort,  or  counsel,  let  hiai 
come  to  me,  or  to  some  other  discreet  and  ieamed 
minister  dT  God^s  word,  and  open  his  grief,^^  &c.  Aad 
the  28th  Canon  only  notes  such  as  come  often  and  common- 
ly from  other  parishes  to  hear  sermons ;  in  which  case,  the 
minister  is  bound  to  take  notice  of  them,  but  not  upon  ev^ 
single  occasion,  unless  they  offer  themselves  to  the  com- 
munion ;  in  which  case,  he  is  to  remit  them  home  to  their 
own  parish  churches.  And  in  this  whole  affair,  the  Church 
of  England  goes  upon  no  other  grounds,  nor  acts  by  any 
other  rules,  than  what  I  have  shewn  to  be  agreeable  to  the 
rules  and  discipline  of  the  French  Churches. 


CHAP.  XII. 

Of  ike  6Sth  Canon,  which  treats  of  the  Hood,  and  Sur- 
plice.  The  65th,  which  requires  Ministers  to  denounce 
Reousanis,  and  excommunicated  Persons  every  six  Months. 
And  the  6Sth,  which  enjoins  Ministers  to  baptize,  and 
bury  without  Delay. 

Two  of  these  Canons  have  already  been  considered  in 
preceding  parts  of  this  discourse :  the  58th  I  have  spoken 
to  in  the  third  book,  chap.  7,  which  treats  of  the  ornaments 
of  the  church,  used  in  the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  King* 
Edward  VI.  And  the  68th  Canon,  with  Mr.  B.'s  objections 
against  it,  I  have  considered  in  the  same  book,  chap.  19. 
and  22.  where  I  treat  of  the  forms  of  baptism,  and  burial. 
All  that  remains  therefore  to  be  spoken  in  this  chapter,  is  of 
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the  65th  Canon,  about  denouncing  reMunU,  See.  Tha 
voTds  of  the  Canon  nro  these,  "  nil  ordiiMries  sMI,  in  tliur 
MTsral  jurisdictionK,  carefully  see,  and  give  order,  tbfttM 
well  those,  who  for  obstinate  refusing  to  fireqnent  Divia^ 
serrice, — as  those  also,  especially  of  the  better  Wrt  and 
condition,  who  for  notorioua  contumnqr,  or  oUier  Dotable 
crimes,  stand  lawfully  Gxcommunicatecl'~be  every  lixntODdM 
visaing',  an  well  in  the  parish  church,  a»  ia  Ae  Cathedral 
CboTch  of  the  diocess,  in  which  they  rdnoailt,  by  the  miiriater 
openly  in  titm.'  of  Divine  service  updo  some  Sunday,  ^ 
ooanced,  and  declared  excommunicate,  that  others  may  be 
thereby  both  admonished  to  refrain  their  company  and  so- 
ciety, and  exciled  the  rather  to  procure  cot  a  writ,  de  excom- 
municato capiendo.  See. 

The  plain  design  of  this  Canon  is  no  more  than  to  make 
obstinate  offenders  known  to  the  Charch,  after  Aey  ten 
oDce  lawfully  excommunicated,  that  oil  persons  may  shim 
and  avoid  their  company,  as  by  Apoeitolical  precept  Urey  arfl 
obliged  to  do.  It  was  the  old  rule  of  tbe  primitive  Cadiolio 
Church,  and  is  still  the  standing'  rule  of  tfie  French  disci- 
pline. As  is  evidont.  1.  From  their  form  of  excommnni- 
eatioD,  which  runs  in  these  terms :  "  In  the  name,  and  by 
Ae  BOthority  of  our  I^ord  Jesus,  by  the  advice  and  aathority 
of  the  pastors  and  elders  assembled  in  Classie,  and  of  tbe 
aoDustory  of  this  Church,  we  have  cut  off,  and  do  cat  off 
N.  N.  from  the  communion  of  the  Church  of  God:  we  do 
eaoommanicate  and  deprive  him  of  the  fellowship  of  Saints, 
that  ao  he  may  be  unto  you  as  a  pagan,  or  publican,  and  that 
anong  true  believers  he  may  be  an  anathema  and  eieora- 
tioD.  Let  his  company  be  reputed  contagions !  and  his  ex- 
ample possess  your  souls  with  astonishment,"  &c.  llie  con- 
dasifH)  is, "  if  any  man  love  not  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  let  him 
be  tmathema  maranatha  !    Amen !" 

See  this  form  in  tbe  Book  of  X^cipUne,  cap.  t.  art.  IT. 
and  the  Synod  of  Alex.  1620.  cap.  10. 

8.  Next  after  this,  they  gave  notice  of  his  excommunica- 
tion to  all  other  Churches,  that  be  that  vras  excommunicated 
in  one  Church,  might  be  excluded  and  avoided  in  all  others. 
Synod  of  Lyons,  1563," chap.  ix.  art.  25.    "  Vagrants,  here- 
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tics,  and  schismatics  shall  be  Dotified  unto  ati  Churches, 
that  they  may  be  aware  of  them/^ 

Now,  if  the  excommuDication  be  lawful  at  firsts  and  may 
be  published  in  the  congregation  once,  and  notified  to  all 
other  Churches;  I  see  no  harm  in  denouncing  the  same 
persons  excommunicate  every  six  months,  in  case  they  do 
not  reform,  and  obtain  absolution.  Nor  has  Mr.  B.  any 
thing  to.  say  against  that :  but  his  exceptions  are,  1.  ''  that 
it  makes  ministers  the  agents  of  laymen^s  excommunicating.** 
And  2.  '^  the  instruments  of  Godly  men^s  excommanica- 
tions,  and  ruins.'"    Engl.  Non-con.  c  22. 

To  the  first  of  these  I  have  fully  answered  before  in  the 
first  chapter  of  this  book,  which  discusses  the  point  of 
canonical  obedience.  And  I  could  better  have  answered 
the  second,  had  he  specified  whom  he  means  by  Godly  men, 
that  ministers  are  obliged  by  this  Canon  to  excommunicate, 
and  ruin.  But  to  make  some  conjecture,  and  guess  at  his 
meaning:  I  suppose,  1.  He  did  not  mean  Popish  recusants 
by  Godly  men ;  nor  2.  Such  as  stand  lawfully  exconomoiuni- 
oated  for  notable  crimes :  therefore  he  must  mean,  3.  Such 
as  are  excommunicated  for  notorious  contumacy  against  the 
orders  and  discipline  of  the  Church.  For  none  but  these 
three  sorts  are  mentioned  in  the  Canon.  Now  then  the 
question  is,  whether  these  men  may  be  lawfully  excom- 
municated. And  if  this  be  to  be  determined  by  the  rules  of 
the  French  discipline,  the  matter  is  already  decided.  For 
they  excommunicate  all  who  either  despise  the  admonitions 
of  the  consistory,  or  rebel  against  die  discipline  of  the 
Church  ;  of  which  I  have  given  some  proofs  before*  out  of 
the  Synod  of  Alex.  cap.  x.  art.  22.  and  the  Book  of  disci- 
pline, cap.  i.  art.  47.  I  had  here  two  Canons  of  the  first 
Synod  of  Paris,  1559,  where  the  first  model  of  their  Disci- 
pUne  was  framed,  to^show  that  this  was  ever  an  invariable 
rule  among  them.  In  that  Synod,  cap.  ii.  art.  29.  '^  Persons 
who  are  to  be  excommunicated,  and  cut  off,  not  only  from 
the  Sacrament,  but  from  all  communion  with  the  whole 
Church,  are  specified  under  the  titles  of  heretics,  contentious 

*  Book  It.  c.  9. 
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persDDB,  rebels    against    the    consistory,    tmiton   to   the 
Church,"  &c. 

And  the  next  Canon  says,  "  such  as  are  excommunicated 
for  heresy,  schism,  treason,  and  rebellion  agiiinst  the  Church 
— shall  be  denounced  excommunicate  perBons  hefore  the 
people,  together  with  the  causes  of  their  excoromuDication.*' 

1  wdl  not  say  whether  this  was  1o  excommunicate  Godly 
men  or  no;  but  I  am  sure  it  gives  contumacious  persons 
both  as  hard  names,  and  as  severe  treatment,  as  any  they 
have  from  the  Church  of  England.  And  if  there  be 
DO  writ  de  excommur^ato  capiendo,  menUoned  in  the 
French  Synods,  yet  there  is  in  the  ordinances  of  Geneva, 
where  the  magistrates  support  tbe  Church,  and  vindicate  her 
authority,  by  punishing  contumacious  persons  with  imprison- 
ment, banishment,  and  sometimes  death  itself.  For  the 
proofof  which,  we  need  go  no  further  than  Calvin's  Epistles; 
one  of  which  gives  us  the  heads  of  their  ecclesiastical  dis- 
cipline, where  the  first  article  runs  in  this  style,  "  if  any 
one  spread  doctrines  contrary  to  the  received  doctrine  of  the 
Church,  and  upon  admonition  persists  obstinate,  and  perti- 
naciously addicted  to  his  error,  then  let  him  be  suspended 
from  the  Lord's  supper,  and  complained  of  to  the  Senate. 
DeferatuT  ad  Senatumr  The  nest  article  is  in  the  same 
style:  "  if  any  persons  neglect  the  sacred  assemblies,  and 
it  appear  to  be  done  out  of  contempt,  &c.  after  three  ad- 
monitions, let  them  be  suspended  from  the  Lord's  Supper, 
and  information  be  given  to  the  magistrate  against  them. 
Idq;  magislratui  indicetur."  Calvin  Ep.  Magistrat 
Genev.  p.  76. 

Now  the  reason  of  giving  information  to  the  magistrate 
in  such  cases,  was,  as  Calvin  words  it  a  little  after,  "  Ut 
duros  et  indomiios  homines  coerceatis,  quibus  cotUemptui 
t»i  tpiritualis  correctio,  that  such  obdurate,  and  undisci- 
plinable men  might  be  corrected  with  civil  punishments,  who 
coniemned  the  spiritual.  After  the  consistory  has  perform- 
ed their  part,  they  are  commanded  to  inform  you,  the  magis- 
trates, ne  contemptores  impune  adversus  ecclesiam  las- 
eiviant,  that  despisers  of  the  Church,  should  not  wantonly 
trample  upon  her  authority.     It  is  the  consistory's  right  to 

VOL.  viii.  • 
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excommunicate,  and  in  your  power  to  correct,  as  you  see 
fit,  those  that  rebel  against  it." 

Ibid.  p.  77.  See  also  his  Epistle  to  Menso  Poppius,  p. 
205.  Where,  speaking  of  such  as  cootemn  the  censures  <^ 
the  Church,  he  says,  **  I  see  not  what  the  elders  have  more 
to  do,  unless  it  be  to  move  the  magistrates  to  handle  them 
a  little  more  severely." 

This  I  think  is  equivalent  to  a'^writ  de  excommunicato 
capiendo,  and  makes  the  Geneva  Discipline  as  liable  to 
Mr.  B.*s  exception  in  every  respect,  as  the  present  Canon  of 
the  English  Church.  « 


CHAP.  XIII. 

Cf  the  72d  Catum,  and  the  Rule  for  appointing  Public 

Fasts  in  the  French  Church. 

Among  other  things  excepted  against  by  nonconformists 
the  prescription  of  the  72d  Canon  is  one.  That  Canon  en- 
joins, **  that  no  minister,  or  ministers  shall,  without  license 
and  direction  of  the  bishop  of  the  diocese  first  obtained 
and  had,  under  his  hand  and  seal,  appoint,  and  keep  any 
solemn  fasts,  either  publicly,  or  in  private  houses,  other 
than  such  as  by  law  are,  or  by  public  authority  shall  be  ap- 
pointed ;  nor  shall  they  be  wittingly  present  at  any  of  them, 
under  pain  of  suspension  for  the  first  fault,  of  excommuni- 
cation for  the  second,  and  of  deposition  from  the  ministry 
for  the  third.  Neither  shall  any  minister,  not  licensed  as  is 
aforesaid,  presume  to  appoint,  or  hold  any  meetings  for  ser* 
mons,— -nor  attempt  by  fasting  and  prayer  to  cast  out  any 
devil,"  &c. 

Mr.  Baxter,  in  his  scurrilous  way,  compares  this  to  the 

forbidding  Christianity,  or  reading  Scripture  in  a  known 

tongue,  and  to  the  forbidding  law,  and  the  use  of  reason ; 

^  and  asks,  "  are  not  those  men  over  subject  to  prelacy^  that 
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will  swear  obedience  in  this,  any  more  than  against  preach- 
ing- (he  Gospel  ?"'     Case  of  Non-conform.  cap.  35. 

Yet  aa  subject  as  he  makes  these  men  to  prelacy,  the 
ministers  of  Franco  are  as  subject  to  the  orders  of  the  pres- 
bytery, and  swcor  the  same  Canonical  obedience  to  them. 
For,  by  a  Canoo  of  their  Church  discipline,  all  fasts  are  to 
be  hold  only  at  the  appointment,  and  discretion  of  the 
Church.  Cap.  x.  art.  3.  "  In  times  of  sore  persecution, 
and  of  war,  pestilence,  or  famine,  or  any  other  grievous  af- 
fliction ;  BS  also  when  ministers  of  the  Gospel  arc  to  bo  or- 
dained, and  when  a  (question  is  moved  about  culling'  a 
National  Synod,  one  day,  or  more  may  bo  set  apart  for  pub- 
lic, and  extraordinary  prayers,  and  fastings;  yet  without  any 
•cmple,  or  sapersdtion:  and  all  this  shall  be  donetipoti 
mattire  consideration  of  the  grounds  and  causes  of  tliese 
Providences.  And  the  Churches  shall  be  advised  to  cele- 
brate the  fast,  as  much  as  possibly  they  can,  at  the  same 
time,  ftc." 

Now  does  not  this  suppose,  that  it  belongs  only  to  the 
gOTflraoTs  of  the  Church,  and  not  to  every  individual  minis- 
ter, to  appoint  the  times  of  solemn  fasting?  Else  why 
shoald  fliey  linut  particular  Churches,  both  as  to  the  caases 
and  &at$  of  festing,  as  it  is  plain  they  do  in  this  CanOn  ? 

But  there  was  another  Canon  made  in  the  Synod  of 
Rochel,  1607.  Cap.  iii.  Art  21,  which  speaks  more  expressly 
to  (he  purpose.  It  was  made  by  way  of  observation  on  the 
aforesaid  Canon  of  their  discipline.  "  Their  license  is 
given  to  particular  Churches  to  celebrate  a  fest,  they  first 
conaulting  with  their  neighbour  Churches,  and  on  great  and 
arge&t  causes,  for  which  they  shall  be  accouotable  unto  the 
Clasaes,  and  Provincial  Synods."  It  seems  they  must  not 
do  it  of  their  own  head',  but  by  the  advice  of  a  Clasiis.  And 
is  it  not  as  reasonable  to  have  recourse  to  a  bishop  in  an 
E[nacopal  Church,  as  to  a  Classis  in  a  Fresbyteriao  1 
Change  but  a  few  terms,  and  Mr,  Baxter's  questions  will 
now  hold  as  well  against  the  Church  of  France,  as  the 
Charch  of  Eogland.  "  Do  yon  not  think  that  they  make 
very  unworthy  men  ministers,  or  that  they  change  or  maim 
the  pastoral  office,  when  no  minister,  no  not  the  wisest,  may 
8  2 
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be  trusted  to  fast  and  pray  with  his  Deigbboors  3  Whsi 
jealousies  haye  such  a  clergy  of  one  auother,  and  of  preaeb** 
iDg,  and  fastiDg  and  praying  ?  What  if  some  neighbouii 
have  some  great  temptations,  some  great  guilt,  some  groat 
danger,  by  a  plague,  or  the  like,  or  some  great  affliction; 
some  friends  near  death,  or  some  important  business  of  great 
moment,  as  marriage,  travel,  navigation,  &c.  Must  the 
bishop  know'*  (must  a  Classis  or  the  neighbouring  Churchy 
know)  **  all  their  secrets  that  their  pastor  at  home  moat 
know  ?  Are  not  those  unworthy  ministers,  that  be  not  fit  ia 
be  trusted  to  fast  and  pray  with  their  people,  while  the  law 
is  open  to  punish  all  abuses  of  it  V*  (while  they  stand  ao* 
countable  to  Classes  and  Provincial  Synods  for  their  abustti 
of  it  ?)  *•  And  are  not  those  over  subject  to  prelacy"  (over 
subject  to  presbytery)  '^  that  will  swear  obedience  in  this, 
any  more  than  against  preaching  the  Gospel  V* 

Who  sees  not  that  the  Church  of  France  is  as  much  ior 
Yolved  in  this  charge,  as  the  Church  of  Engfland,for  putting 
unworthy  men  into  the  ministry,  who  cannot  be  trusted  to 
fast  and  pray  with  their  people,  without  consulting  a  Classis, 
or  their  neighbouring  Churches? 

But  I  have  one  thing  further  to  say  upon  this  point,  that 
the  French  Canons  limit  their  ministers  to  do  noUiing  with- 
out license,  in  many  other  cases  as  material  as  that  of  solemn 
&sts.  They  have  a  general  rule  in  the  Book  of  Discipline, 
cap.  vi.  art.  2.  *^  That  no  Church  shall  assume  unto  itoelf 
a  power  of  undertaking  business  of  great  consequence,  in 
which  the  interest  or  damage  of  other  Churches  may  'be 
concerned,  without  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  ProTiocial 
Synod,  if  it  may  possibly  be  convened.  And  be  the  affair 
never  so  urgent,  it  shall  at  least  be  communicated  by  letters 
unto  some  other  Churches  in  the  province,  and  they  shall 
receive  and  take  their  advice  about  it." 

In  the  same  Chapter,  Art.  4,  this  general  rule  is  partica- 
lariied  in  a  special  instance  of  entering  upon  disputes  with 
the  papists  about  religion,  where  it  is  ordered,  ''  that  no 
ministers  shall  attempt  a  public  disputation,  but  with  the 
advice  of  their  consistory,  and  a  select  number  of  pastors, 
who  for  this  purpose  shall  be  chosen  by  the  Classes,  or  Pro- 
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ntml  Synods.  Nor  shall  they  enter  upon  any  general 
ooirfmnce,  without  the  advice  of  all  the  Churches  assembled 
lit  National  Synod;  upon  pain,  if  they  act  otherwise,  of 
Mug  declared  apostates,  and  deserters  of  the  Churches 
iBion.'* 

'Now  is  it  not  as  proper  to  take  the  advice  of  the  bishop 
Mm  a  man  appoints  a  solemn  fast,  or  goes  about  to  cast  out 
fdnril,  as  it  is  before  he  enters  upon  a  solemn  disputation  ? 
Afed  yet  we  see,  the  Church  of  France  would  not  allow  any 
friiale  minister  to  undertake  this  without  consulting  a 
flhasiB,  or  Synod,  lest  some  inconvenience  should  happen 
ftsrsby,  for  which  the  whole  Church  would  suffer  in  her  re- 

Con.  And  that  I  fake  to  be  the  true  reason  of  the  72d 
I  of  our  Church  also ;  and  whatever  is  said  against  it 
ty*Mr.  Baxter,  or  others,  it  is  but  a  reasonable  and  proper 
omtion.  For,  it  is  better  to  have  the  ablest  ministers  under 
Me  limitatton,  than  that  the  Church  should  be  exposed  by 
4hi  fellies,  and  indiscretions  of  some,  who  have  not  ability 
to  judge  what  isalways  proper  to  be  done  in  such  extra^- 
Sidinaiy  cases,  as  appointing  of  solemn  fasts,  or  casting  out 
dsrOs.  <^ 


CHAP.  XIV. 

Of  tki  Reaped  paid  to  the  National  Synods  in  the  French 
Churchf  and  that  it  is  greater  than  is  required  by  the 
139M  Canon  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Thb  next  Canon  Mr.  Baxter,  and  others  except  against, 
is  the  1 39th,  which  is  in  these  words,  '^  whosoever 
iliall  hereafter  affirm,  that  the  sacred  Synod  of  this 
aaUon,  in  the  name  of  Christ,  and  by  the  king^s  authority 
assembled,  is  not  the  true  Church  of  England  by  represen- 
tation, let  him  be  excommunicate,  and  not  restored  till  he 
fep^it,  and  publicly  revoke  this  his  wicked  error.^' 

Two  things  they  have  to  except  against  this :  1.  That  a 
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National  Synod  is  not  Ibe  true  Church  of  England  by  re- 
presentation ;  and  2dly,  If  it  were,  yet  they  cannot  consent, 
and  swear  to  publish  an  excommunication  against  any  one 
that  denies  it,  as  the  Canon  requires. 

But  if  they  were  ministers  of  the  French  Church,  Ibejr 
must  be  obliged  to  consent  to  both  these.  For  they  must 
subscribe,  and  swear  to  the  confession  of  faith,  as  the  con^ 
fession  of  the  French  Church ;  to  the  discipline,  as  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Church ;  to  the  Canons  of  the  Synods,  as 
the  Canons  of  the  Church.  Now,  how  come  all  these  to 
be  the  confession,  the  discipline,  and  the  Canons  of  thci 
French  Church,  unless  it  .be,  that  the  Synods  b  which  they 
were  made,  were  the  French  Church*  by  representation  i  U 
it  because  they  are  received  and  confirmed  afterwards  ia 
particular  Churches  1  No,  but  because  their  pastors  in  PhH 
Tincial  Synods  choose  their  deputies,  and  send  them  in  theic 
name,  and  with  their  commission,  to  represent. all  theic 
Churches  Whence  it  is,  that  a  National  Syuod  becom.eik 
their  Churph  representatiYe.  And  I  know  no  differenoe  b^ 
twixt  their  Synods  and  ours  in  this  respect,  save  only,  1^^ 
they  swear  beforehand  to  observe,  and  execute  all  the  de- 
crees that  shall  be  made  in  the  Synod,  to  which  they  send 
them,  which  we  do  not.  For  in  England  we  have  no  such 
anticipating  oath,  but  in  France  they  have,  in  this  form  ap- 
pointed by  the  Synod  of  Vitre,  1617.  Cap.  iL  Art  1.  "  We 
promise  before  God,  to  submit  ourselves  to  all  that  shall  be 
concluded,  and  determined  in  your  holy  assembly,  to  obey, 
and  execute  it  to  the  utmosl  of  our  power ;  being  persaadsd 
that  Ood  will  preside  among  you,  and  lead  you,  by  His 
Holy  Spirit,  into  all  truth  and  equity,  by  the  rule  of  His 
Word,  for  the  good,  and  edification  of  His  Church,  &c,*^ 
This  oath  is  always  inserted  into  the  letters  of  disputation, 
by  the  pastors  which  send  their  respective  deputies  to  the? 
National  Synod,  whereby  they  acknowledge  the  Synod  not 
only  to  be  the  Church  representative,  but  next  to  infallibly 

After  this  can  we  think  they  would  allow  any  manapertly 
to  call  in  question  the  authority  of  a  National  Synod>  and 
dispute  whether  it  was  the  Church  representative  or  m>t  ? 
And  whilst  they  decree  excooununication  in  many  particular 
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tflSft  agahtif  lliofle  who  transgress  but  some  smgle  CanoM, 
affer  those  to  go  unceDsured,  who  strike  at  the  foandation 
i  their  aothoni^y  and  deny  the  very  essence  of  their  consti- 
atioD  f  If  all  their  pastors  swear  to  observe  tbicr  discipline, 
ttm  thay  not  then  under  oath  to  excommunicate  such  ai^ 
rafaae  to  subjeot  them  to  it  ?    And  moch  more  those  who 

Ck  ocmtemptuously  of  the  Synods  that  made  it  ?  And  if 
be  Aa  case  of  all  the  ministers  of  France,  they  could 
BiMv  think  (whaterer  our  dissenters  may)  that  the  requiring 
sbdkaae  to  the  t39th  Canon  was  a  jiist  cause  for  separation. 
Av'Cbsy  have  declared  over  and  over  again,  that  the  con- 
iMpt  of  National  Synods  is  a  crime  of  very  pernicious  con- 
MfMBce,  and  by  no  means  to  be  endured.  Thek  Book  of 
IKsMpiina,  cap.  8.  art  5.  orders  all  Churches  to  be  informed, 
"Ikat  their  ecclesiiEistical  assemblies  of  Classes,  and  Synods, 
ahalhar  provinoial,  or  national,  were  the  bands  and  buttres- 
Msat' their  concord  and  union  against  schisms,  heresies, 
lad  all  other  inoonventencies ;  that  so  they  might  ctischalrge 
MnirdDty  in  the  use  of  means,  for  the  continuance,  and  up-^ 
hoUfaig  of  those  ecclesiastical  assemblies.** 

And  the  Synod  of  Montauban  adds  further  to  this  Cailon, 
**  that  if  any  Churches  refused  payment  of  their,  contribu- 
hOBsto  the  defraying  those  expenses,  vehich  are  unavoidably 
ttrntHEUsted  by  journeys,  and  attendance  in  those  Synodical 
Msemblies,  that  they  should  be  deprived  of  the  ministry 
of  the  (Jospel,  and  be  reputed  deserters  of  that  holy 
onion  which  ought  to  be  preserved  aitaong  them.  And 
sil  lainisters  in  such  Churches  are  interdicted  the  exercise 
of  their  ministry  upon  pain  of  being  denounced  schis- 
Bitios."     Synod  of  Montauban,  1694,  Cap.  3.  ArU  10. 

Now  what  is  this  but  the  severest  excommunication,  to 
hy  Churches  under  interdict,  and  deny  them  the  Gospel- 
ainistry  1  Yet  ministers  are  obliged  by  this  Canon,  and  their 
oath  of  obedience,  so  to  treat  whole  Churches  for  their  con- 
tempt of  Synods,  upon  pain  of  being  denounced  schismatics 
themselves. 

niere  are  many  other  decrees  of  the  like  nature  in  their 
National  Synods:    I  will  only  add  one  more  cut  of  the 
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Synod  of  Rocbel,  1607,  Cap.  9.  Art  1.  where  even  a  Pro* 
viocial  Synod  is  severely  censured  for  transgressing  a  decree 
of  the  National  Synod  of  Gap :  and  it  is  declared  to  be  a 
a  crime  of  very  dangerons  consequence ;  because,  if  Provin- 
cial Synods  shall  slight  the  authority  of  the  National,  they 
will  open  the  flood  gates,  to  let  in  upon  us  a  deluge  <^ 
unseen  mischiefe. 

If  Provincial  Synods  may  not  slight  National  Synods,  much 
less  may  particular  persons  be  allowed  to  speak  any  thing 
derogatory,  or  contemptuously  of  them :  and  if  they  do,  it 
may  be  a  crime  deserving  excomnumication,  which  is  all  that 
the  139th  Canon  asserts. 

What  has  there  been  alledged,  will  serve  for  an  answer 
also  to  the  exceptions  made  by  Mr.  Baxter  to  the  two  last 
Canons.  The  former  of  which  is.  Can.  140.  *'  Whosoever 
shall  affirm,  that  no  manner  of  persons,  either  of  the  clergy, 
or  laity,  not  being  then  particularly  assembled  in  the  said 
sacred  Synod,  are  to  be  subject  to  the  decrees  thereof,  in 
causes  ecclesiastical,  made  and  ratified  by  the  King^t 
Majesty^s  supreme  authority,  as  not  having  given  their  voice 
to  them :  let  him  be  excommunicated,'^  &c. 

His  exception  against  this,  is,  ^^  that  he  thinks  it  unjust, 
to  excommunicate  any  such  person,  because  even  general 
Councils  do  not  bind  the  absent,  till  they  receive  them ;  the 
French  for  a  loug  time  received  not  the  Council  of  Trent, 
nor  many  Churches  other  Councils.'"  Baxter's  Case  of  Non- 
conformists, cap.  36. 

'  But  I  have  already  shewn,  that  the  reformed  Church  of 
France  had  another  notion  of  their  National  Synods,  (whatever 
the  papists  had  of  the  Council  of  Trent)  and  thought  them- 
selves obliged  to  submit  to,  and  obey  their  decrees,  though 
they  were  not  present,  save  only  by  their  delegates,  at  the 
making  of  them.  They  did  not  stay  to  see  whether  the 
Churches  would  receive  their  decrees,  but  peremptorily 
required  every  individual  to  obey  them.  Of  which,  I  shall 
only  give  this  one  instance,  in  the  Synod  of  Loudun,  1659. 
Cap.  10.  Art.  4.  ''  Provincial  Synods  are  enjoined  to  make 
such  Canons  as  they  shall  judge  needful  for  the  stricter  obser- 
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filkm  of  the  Lcnrd^s  day ;  and  every  individiial  member  of 
out  Chnrohea/'  say  they,  **  are  most  strictly  commanded 
eoMcienlioiisly  to  observe,  and  obey  them/' 

I  liape  it  will  not  be  thongbt  that  every  individual  member 
off  the  Charoh  was  present  in  their  Synods,  yet  they  are  boand 
in  eonaoienoe  to  obey  them.  And  if  they  were  boand  in 
eoaaeifiiice  to  obey  them,  I  suppose  they  would  not  scruple 
Is  think  those  worthy  of  excommunication,  who  made  no 
MMoience  to  vilify,  and  deride  the  power  that  made  them. 

Tbe.laBt  Canon  is,  **  whoever  shall  affirm,  that  the  sacred 
SjBod  assembled,  as  aforesaid,  was  a  company  of  such  per- 
sons as  did  conspire  tog'ether  against  Godly  and  religpious 
pnfeasors  of  the  Oospel,  and  that  therefore  both  they,  and 
prcx^edings  in  making  Oanons,  and  constitutions  in 
ecclesiastical  by  the  King's  authority,  ought  to  be 
dsnised  and  contemned ;  the  same  being  ratified,  confirmed, 
aM-eajoinedby  the  said  regal  power,  supremacy,  and  autho- 
fity :  lei  them  be  excommunicated,^'  &c.  Mr.  Baxter  cannot 
eonaaht  to  this  neither. 

It  aeems,   ecclesiastical  laws,    and  governors  may  be 
despiied  and  contemned,  tmduced  and  reviled  at  pleasure, 
and  yet  the  reviiers  be  thought  too  good  Christians  to 
deaerve  excommunication  for  it.  Otherwise,  why  should  any 
one  refuse  to  excommunicate  such,  if  required  by  a  lawful 
superior  to  do  it  ?    This  is  a  scruple  in  England,  but  it  never 
was  any  in  the  French  Church.    The  clergy  there  would  not 
refuse  to  observe  the  whole  body  of  their  discipline,  and 
promise  and  swear  to  do  it,  though  there  be  Canons  requir- 
ing them  to  excommunicate  persons  for  less  crimes  than 
thv  of  despising  dominions,  and  speaking  evil  of  dignities. 

Before  I  close  this  point,  I  cannot  but  take  notice  of  Mr. 
Baxter's  causeless  quarrel,  with  the  number  of  the  Canons 
sbo,  only  because  they  are  141.  ''  For  so  many  Church 
oommandments  we  have,''  says  he,  ^^  God's  ten  being  but  a 
little  part  of  our  religion."     Ibid.  p.  125. 

There  is  nothing  so  trivial,  but  if  it  cannot  be  made  an  ar- 
gnment,  may  be  improved  into  a  spiteful  reflection.  Some- 
thing he  would  insinuate  in  this,  as  if  all  Church  Canons  were 
an  i^dition  to  God's  word,  and  the  ten  commandments.    But 
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be  it  what  il  will,  the  Church  of  France  stands  more  accoont- 
able  for  multiplying  Canons,  than  ours,  by  far ;  for  her  num- 
ber is  almost  double  in  the  Book  of  Disoipline,  which  000-* 
tains  254  Canons,  besides  the  Canons  of  29  National  Synods, 
which  make  up  the  body  of  their  Canon  law,  and  are  the  mis 
of  governing  their  Churches.  I  could  also  have  said  here, 
that  Mr.  Knox's  form  of  Church  policy  (which  may  be  seen 
in  Bishop  Spotswood's  history,  lib.  3.)  consists  of  mors 
Canons,  but  I  purposely  confine  myself  to  the  Freadi 
Churches,,  whose  Canons,  I  hope  I  have  made  it  appear,  do 
sufficiently  justify  the  taking  the  oath  of  canonical  obedieiiee 
in  the  Church  of  England,  in  the  strictest  sense  that  can  be 
put  upon  it. 


CHAP.  XV. 

J^iU  the  French  CImreh  etttows  of  Commvnion  vnik  the 
LtUherem  OkurcheSy  upon  this  Prineiple,  that  €M  Defects, 
which  are  not  our  Sins,  are  to  be  home  with,  rather  thaH 
make  a  Schism  in  any  Church. 

I  have  now  gone  through  all  the  part9of  the  English  eon- 
sUtution>  and  shewn,  that  the  chief  things  excepted  against 
by  dissenters,  are  justifiable  upon  the  principles  and  practice 
of  the  French  Church.  The  inference  from  all  whi<^,  is, 
that  either  separation  upon  the  account  of  such  ihings  is 
unlawful  in  Engkmd,  or  else  it  is  lawful,  and  neoessafy  in 
the  Church  of  France ;  and  they  who  abstain  from  car  com- 
munion, must  abstai«*from  the  other  also.  For  if  what  I 
have  discoursed  be  true,  the  rules  of  France,  and  Genera, 
would  as  certainly  make  men  nonconformists,  aa  the  kw« 
of  England,  if  they  lived  there>  and  acted  upon  the  sane 
principles  against  either  of  those  constitutions. 

But  I  have  one  thing  further  to  add  before  i  conclude, 
which  m,  that  supposing  some  things  to  be  practised  in  the 
Church  of  Englaiad,  which  might  be  called  faults,  inconve- 
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liencei,  or  ddiaols  in  her  ooosiitution :  yet  all  lindt  of  fftvlu 

mA  defects,  will  not  authoriae  men  to  make  a  tepamtion,  if 

•re  Tegnid  Ibe  ju^ginent  of  the  Freech  Churoh. 

'  CUtoi  and  Bcovi  had  dUn  ecoanon  to  inuatopon  thia 

tapie,  and  they  do  it  pathetically,  and  zealously,  as  knovring 

il  to  be  one  of.  the  best  ailments  against  sebism,  and  an 

eneUent  ptesenreF  of  peaee  and  unity  in  the  Chur^.  **  kM^ 

ImJUfHotuB  foferaniof  jncftco,  ubi  emendati  non  posmtmt^'* 

mj%  Galyin,  /  l4taik  fwmf  defects  are  to  be  ioleraied, 

wien  ikejf  emmoi  be  amended.    And  in  my  opinion,  no 

Wolhei  oyght  upon  that  aeceunt,  to  withdraw  himaelf  from 

ihit  CSh«reti»  wbereunto  he  is  assigned,  if  the  greater  pari 

of  .the  Church  agree  upon  any  thing  to  his  disliking^    In 

mdi  cases,  it  seems  enough  to  me,  that  we  ourselves  endea- 

lour,  aa  fSar  as  we  may,  after  what  we  think  better.     Fes 

togb  that,  wUeh  is  obtruded  on  us>  flsay  create  scandal^ 

tad  he  attended  with  evil  consequences ;  yet,  because  it  ia 

lot  in  itself  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God,  it  may  be  yielded 

ts:  especiaUiy-  when  the  greater  number  is  for  il,  and  he 

All  is  but  a  member  of  the  body,  has  no  power  to  proceed 

mf  (Mjther.''    Calvin.  Resp.  ad  Duo  carta  Capita  inter  Epist 

^«lflL 

Tbsre  are  many  things  remarkable  in  this  answer,  and 
teveial  of  our  controverted  points  resolved  in  it.  I.  We 
mast  not  call  all  manner  of  defects  in  a  Church,  downrigkl 
rspogmnciea  to  the  word  of  God.  2.  We  must  not  separate 
hit^  the  Church,  whereof  we  are  members,  for  such  tolera- 
bkf  (Weds  as  we  may  comply  with  without  sin,  though 
tksy  should  sin  that  impose  this  necessity  on  us.  3.  Evem 
a^^  defeota  as  may  be  attended  with  scandal,  and  other  enk 
CQQsequences,  will  not  authorize  us  to  make  a  separation, 
10  long  as  they  are  not  simply  evil  in  themselves.  4.  That 
our  cop^lying  for  peace  sake  in  such  cases,  does  not  iavolve 
OS  in  any  guilt,,  nor  make  us  partakers  of  other  men^s  sins. 
All  which  are  contrary  to  the  common  notions  so  curreni 
among  dissenters,  and  destroy  the  main  principles  whereby 
they  would  establish  the  present  separation. 

Calvin  wrote  after  the  same  healing  way,  to  Mr.  Knox  in 
Scotland :  "  I  hope,  says  he,  your  rigour  about  ceremonies. 
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which  18  displeasiDg  to  many^  will  keep  itself  within 
bounds  of  moderation.  We  ought  to  endeavour,  indeed 
purge  the  Church  of  all  its  filth,  which  owes  its  origins 
error,  and  superstition :  and  we  are  likewise  to  be  eiirc 
that  the  mysteries  of  God  be  not  defiled  by  ludicrous^ 
insipid  mixtures.  But  these  things  excepted,  you  ki 
same  things  are  to  be  tolerated,  though  we  do  not  altogei 
approve  of  them.  Quadam  etsi  minus  probentur^  tolerai\ 
esse  nonignarasy    Ep.  Job.  Knox.  p.  15(X 

In  another  epistle,  speaking  about  ceremonies  again, 
says,  **  They  are  not  things  of  that  nature,  as  should  o< 
sion  us  voluntarily  to  deny  ourselves  the  Lord^s  supperuj 
the  account  of  them.  If  we  cannot  obtain  what  we  dec 
yet  we  may  tolerate  such  defects,  not  approving  them ; 
long  as  there  is  no  impiety,  nor  any  thing  repugnant  to 
word  of  God  in  them.  Where  the  doctrine  is  sound 
pure,  and  the  ceremonies  are  used  for  decency,  or  civil,  oi 
ment,  we  ought  rather  silently  to  pass  these  things  o 
than  raise  contentions,  and  grievous  stirs  about  them.'* 
ad  N.N.  p.  147. 

Calvin's  moderate  counsels  would  go  a  great  way  tovi 
healing  our  divisions,  if  all  men  would  think  themsd 
obliged  not  only  to  put  this  advice  in  practice ;  even  ba 
tolerate  what  they  mig^t  with  silence,  for  peace  and  uni 
sake,  and  raise  no  violent  stirs  about  them. 

I  could  give  many  instances  of  the  like  sober  advice 
of  Calvin's  works,  especially  his  epistles,*  but  I  will  < 
add  one  place  more,  which  I  think  carries  this  matter  soi 
thmg  further  than  anything  I  have  yet  related.  In  an  ej 
tie  to  Farel,  written  during  the  time  of  their  expulsion  fi 
Geneva,  he  tells  him,  '^  Some  of  their  friends  in  thatChu 
bad  sent  to  him  in  his  exile,  to  desire  his  resoluticm  u 
these  two  points :  whether  it  was  lawful  to  receive  the  Lo 
supper  from  the  hands  of  those  ministers  who  were  obtru 
upon  them  in  their  stead  ?  And  whether  they  might  e 
mnnicate,  cum  tanid  haminum  CoUuvie,  with  all  thai  st 


*  See  Ep.  to  Fard,  p.  6.    To  the  People  of  Genera,  p.  12.    To  I 
p.  17.    TdtheClmrcliof  MoBip6lganl,p.8ft. 
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r§g8  (^  the  people^  which  w^re  then  in  that  place  1^ 
Me  queations,  having  consulted  with  Capito,  at  Slraa- 
he  uya,  he  retorned  this  answer,  **  that  there  ought 
lo  great  an  hatred  of  schism  among  Christians,  that 
bottid  avoid  it  as  far  as  ever  possibly  they  might 
here  ought  to  be  such  a  reverence  for  the  ministry, 
leraments,  that  wherever  they  perceived  those  to  be, 
honld  conclude  there  was  a  Church.  Since  therefore 
d^s  permission,  the  Church  was  governed  by  those 
era,  whatever  sort  of  men  they  were ;  if  they  oould 
le  true  marks  of  a  Church  there,  it  was  better  that  they 
I  not  withdraw  themselves  from  its  communion.  Nor 
it  be  any  obstacle,  that  same  unsound  doctrines^  nn- 
ptmdam  Dogmata^  were  taught  there:  for  there  is 
I  any  Church  which  does  not  retain  some  relics 
norance.  It  is  sufficient  for  us,  that  the  doctrine 
npon  the  Church  of  Christ  is  founded,  keep  its  place, 
btein.  Nor  should  it  be  any  hindrance,  that  he  who 
linistered,  could  not  be  called  a  lawful  pastor,  who 
)t  only  fraudulently  crept,  but  wickedly  intruded,  into 
ace  of  the  true  minister.  For  there  was  no  reason  vi^y 
private  man  should  perplex,  and  molest  himself  with 
rind  of  scruples :  for  they  communicate  in  the  sacm- 
with  the  Church ;  and  bear  with  the  dispensation  of 
It  such  minister's  hands.  It  concerns  such  ministers  in- 
very  much  to  consider,  whether  they  lawfully,  or  un- 
ity possess  their  places,  but  others  may  suspend  their 
lent  till  they  have  a  legal  hearing.  Meanwhile  they 
use  their  ministry,  without  danger  of  seeming  either 
:nowledge,  or  approve,  or  ratify  their  usurpation.'^  Ep. 
I.  p.  5. 

8  fully  answers  all  those  seeming  difficulties,  and 
les,  which  some  have  both  against  the  ministers,  and 
lunion  of  the  Church  of  England;  for,  admit  there 
not  only  some  failings,  but  some  corruptions  in  each ; 
)  long  as  the  true  marks  of  a  Church  are  to  be  found 
,  and  these  supposed  corruptions  are  not  of  that  nature, 
hinder  either  the  sincere  preaching  of  the  word,  or 
idministration  of  the  Sacraments;  and  men  are  not 


270  THB  FRKNOH  OHI^ROH's  APOLOGY 

compelled  to  approve,  bat  only  silently  to  tolerate  sdch 
failings :  in  such  cases,  Calyin  thinks,  there  ought  to  be  so 
great  an  hatred  of  schism,  that  men  should  rather  bear  with 
luoh  defects  in  the  Church,  than  leave  her  commuoioii 
upon  the  account  of  them :  since  there  is  scarce  any  Church 
which  has  not  some  relics  of  ignorance,  and  failings  of  this 
nature. 

Beza^s  judgment  was  exactly  the  same,  as  appears  fkon 
the  answers  he  gave  to  persons  who  gioved  diese  very 
questions  and  scruples  to  him.  In  his  second  Epistle  to  Pa 
Tillet,  he  says,  ''some  are  gteatly  offended  with  those 
Churches,  which  omit  the  ceremony  of  breaking  the  bread 
in  the  eucharist,  and  retain  the  custom  of  putting  the  bread 
into  the  communicants^  mouths,  instead  of  their  hands,  as  U| 
practised  among  the  papists;  and  for  these  failings  tbaf 
condemned  those  Churches,  as  guilty  of  profaning  tlM 
Lord^s  supper,  and  refused  to  communicate  with  them.^ 
Now  to  these  objectors  he  returns  this  answer:  *'  Maaji 
things  are  right,  and  fit  to  be  done,  which  yet  are  not  simpj^' 
and  absolutely  necessary :  and  therefore  they  who  so  nrgt 
the  necessity  of  receiving  the  bread  into  their  hands,  as  t0, 
think  the  Lord^s  supper  is  profaned  in  those  ChurelM^' 
where  the  other  custom  is  still  retained  without  superstitiottp 
and  much  more  without  impiety,  only  by  the  carelessneii 
and  oversight  of  the  pastors,  and  magistrates,  or  became 
sudden  changing  would  be  dangerous ;  /  fear  they  ikem** 
selves  are  rather  guilty  of  some  ignorance  in  these  nuMen^ 
or  of  self-eoneeit,  and  moroseness.  Vereor  tti  ipsi  poiM 
i>el  nan  nulla  rerum  istarum  ignorantiay  vel  avheStm  fee^ 
oeni.''    Beza,  Ep.  2.  ad  Job.  Tilium.  p.  26. 

If  Beza  judge  right,  there  may  be  inconvenient  customs 
and  ceremonies  retained  in  a  Church,  and  that  by  the  &ult 
of  the  pastors  and  magistrates  too,  and  yet  the  communion 
of  the  Church  be  so  far  from  being  profaned  thereby,  timt 
they  who  condemn  it,  and  separate  from  it  upon  that  ac** 
count,  are  rather  to  be  judged  ignorant,  and  self-conceited 
men. 

He  has  a  great  deal  more  upon  this  subject  in  that  Epistle, 
the  conclusion  of  which,  is  to  this  purpose :  ^<  That  they  sib 
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gfrcatly.  both  against  ihenuelTe§,  and  Uisir  bretbren,  who, 
upon  the  account  of  sticfa  &iling«,  or  oarruption*,  disquiet 
their  oivn,  and  other  men's  coDsoiencea,  as  if  Cbristtan  t»> 
ligioii  Iny  at  stake,  and  were  ready  to  be  destroyed.— Adait 
Bomethlng  is  wrong  done io some  Churches:  «eUieytbere< 
fore  DO  Christians,  nor  to  be  accouoted  bretbren?  As  cwr- 
taioly  wedo  Dot  accouot  them,  if  we  tbink  it  unlawful  to 
coaimunicale  with  them.  But  by  tbifl  meaQs,  say  tbey,  we 
shall  partake  in  their  §iDB,  No,  this  is  a  wrongs  infer«iice,~ 
For,  to  come  rightly  prepared  to  the  Lord's  supper,  it  con- 
cerns not  me  to  inquire  with  what  consoiflooe  other  meo 
come,  but  my  cooccrn  is  only  about  my  own  consaieooc. 
Therefore,  thoiig-h  I  c<Hne  with  adulterers,  and  murderers, 
and  the  mOEt  profligate  wretches,  their  imparity  cannot  hurt 
me  that  um  pure,  and  no  ways  acoesBory  to  their  faults. 
And  what  I  sny  of  morkts,  I  say  also  .of  doctrine,  in  whiob 
both  prenehers  and  hearers  are  many  times  faulty.  Yea,  I 
will  say  one  thing  further,  though  a  minister  should  admita 
Turk,  or  a  Jew,  wittingly  or  unwittingly,  the  fault  would  be 
only  his,  and  not  mine,  and  I  should  oome  nevertheless  to 
the  Lord's  table. — How  then  can  I  be  polluted  by  any 
Church's  failing  in  some  ceremony  about  the  Euoharist? 
Aod  why  should  we  for  such  things  deprive  ourselves  of  so 
great  a  benefit,  and  disquiet  the  consciences  of  others? 
Bat,  say  tbey,  though  we  be  not  polluted  with  their  sin,  yet 
we  seem,  at  least,  to  cberLsh  (heir  error.  Not  so  neither. 
Fot  what  can  be  more  absurd,  than  to  accuse  a  man  of 
favooriDg  another's  fault,  who  only  bears  with  his  brother^a 
infirmity,  in  order  to  gain  his  person  ?  If  the  bread  be 
gives  to  you  without  being  broken,  or  if  it  be  put  into  your 
mouth,  and  not  into  your  hand,  these  are  things  you  cannot 
commend  indeed :  but  as  for  the  fault,  it  is  not  committed  by 
you,  but  against  you.  Therefore  you  may  condemn  it  pri- 
vately in  your  own  mind,  and  also  publicly  in  its  proper 
season,  when  there  may  be  hopes  of  edifying  your  weak 
bretbren.  But  beware  you  fly  not  off  from  communion,  of- 
fended, as  if  Cbrixtianity  lay  at  stake,  and  by  your  pre- 
posterous rigour,  destroy  others,  and  rob  yourself  of  so 
great  an  advantage."     Ibid.  p.  29. 
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These  are  those  sober  counsels,  and  seasonable  advices, 
with  which  Calvin  and  Beza  endeavoured  to  qualify,  and 
possess  the  minds  of  Protestant  people,  whenever  thej 
found  in  them  any  the  least  tendency  tov^ard  a  separatioliu 
I  have  before  observed,*  that  Beza  did  good  service  to  the 
Church  of  England,  in  giving  the  like  advice  to  some  dis- 
contented persons  here,  who  were  so  aggrieved  at  the  cere- 
monies, that  they  had  thoughts  of  forsaking  the  communion 
of  the  Church  upon  it  But  Beza  being  consulted  about  Uiat 
matter,  better  advised  them.  He  told  them  plainly,  **  Pos^MMi 
ac  etiam  debent  multa  tolerari,  qtue  tamen  recfe  nan  prm^ 
cipiuntuTj'*  &c.  Many  things  not  only  may,  but  ought  to  be 
tolerated^  which  are  not  rightly  enjoined.  Therefore  my 
irst  answer  is,  that  though  it  is  not  rightly  done,  to  bring 
back  those  garments  into  the  Church  again,  at  least,  in  my 
opinion ;  yet  seeing  they  are  not  of  that  kind  of  things, 
which  are  impious  in  themselves,  they  do  not  seem  id  tne  to 
hp  of  that  moment,  as  that  either  the  pastors  thereupon 
should  forsake  their  ministry,  rather  than  wear  them,  oir  the 
flocks  forego  their  public  food,  rather  than  hear  their  pastors 
preaching  in  such  garments. — ^Those  things  which  the  pas- 
tors have  no  power  to  alter,  let  them  bear  with,  rather  dian 
by  deserting  their  churches,  give  occasion  to  Satan  to  in- 
troduce greater,  and  more  dangerous  evils,  which  is  the 
thing  he  so  earnestly  drives  at.  And  to  the  people-  our  ad- 
vice is,  that  so  long  as  the  doctrine  continues  uncorrupt, 
they  should,  notwithstanding  these  things,  hear  it  atten-> 
tively,  and  use  the  Sacrament^  religiously,  &cJ  Ep.  xiL 
p.  107,  108. 

He  gives  the  same  advice,  with  respect  to  churisb  music, 
the  cross  in  baptism ;  the  interrogatories  used  in  baptism; 
the  use  of  unleavened  bread,  and  kneeling  at  the  Lord^s 
supper.  ^^  Since  these  things  are  not  idolatrous  in  them- 
selves, I  think  the  same  of  them,  as  of  those  before  men- 
tioned '^  that  is,  neither  the  ministers  should  forsake  their 
calling,  nor  the  people,  the  communion  of  the  Church, 
though  they  did  not  altogether  like  or  approve  of  those 
things. 

*  Book  i.  c.  5. 
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Tliose  are  uiideniahlo  proofs,  thai,  at  least,  in  the  opinion 
of  Calvin  and  Beza,  some  defects  Eiro  to  be  tolerated  in  all 
Churches,  and  that  se|mraLioii  is  not  to  be  made  upon  the 
account  of  sucli  inconveniencies,  as  it  may  be  better  to  bear 
with,  than  raise  a  schism  in  tlie  Cliiirch  sbont  them. 

I  must  further  observe,  that  the  F'rench  Church  upon  this 
principle,  ever  profcsned  a  readiness  to  join  in  communion 
nitb  the  Lutheran  Churches,  notwithstanding  many  more, 
either  real,  or  supposed  defects,  than  can  be  objected  to  the 
Church  of  England.  For,  v»e  are  told,  the  liitherans  re- 
ceive the  use  of  exorcism  in  baptism,  and  the  name  of  the 
mass  for  the  Eucharist,  ami  stone  altars  instead  of  communion 
tables;  that  they  celebrate  in  unleavenied  bread,  and  have 
■ome  hymns  sung  in  the  Latin  tongue ;  that  they  retain 
images  for  history,  in  their  Churches,  and  require  auricular 
confession  in  some  sort,  M'ilh  other  things  of  die  like  nature. 
Not  to  mention  tbeirdoclrinesofconsubsuntiation,  ubiquity, 
&c  v«hich  are  known  errors,  eoranionly  embraced  by  persons 
of  that  communion.  Vet,  nottvithBtandiug  all  this,  the 
French  Ciiurchos  are  so  far  from  encouraging  a  separation 
from  the  Lutheran  Churches,  that  they  themselves  have  ever 
moflt  heartily,  and  readily,  as  they  had  occasion,  communi- 
cated nith  them.  Calvin  not  only  subscribed  the  Augsburgh 
CODfeiiWon,asbehimseIftell.susin  bis  Epistle  to  Scalingius," 
but  says  further,  that  it  was  both  Bucer's  opinion,'!'  and^iis 
own,  that  there  was  no  just  cause  to  divide  from  Luther  up- 
on the  account  of  those  external  observances,  which  he  re- 
tained in  the  Church. 

And  Alting  assures  us,  this  was  the  common  opinion  of 
the  reformed  divines,  who  followed  Bucer  and  Calvin.  For 
proposing  this  question  in  bis  problems,  whether  the  ortho- 
dox may  lawfully  communicate  in  the  Lord's  supper  with 
the  Lutherans  1  He  resolves  it  in  the  affirmative,  upon  these 
four  arguments.     I.  Because  they  all  agree  in  fundamentals 


+  Ep.  Firello.  p.  39.    Non  patitur  Bucerus,  ul  ob  oxleraaa  illaa  obier- 
vitiuncuUa  »  Lath«ro  diiJBnftamur.  Nee  snne  jnatu  esse  puto  diBBidUcausaa. 
VOL.   VIII.  T 
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2.  Because  men  ought  to  preserve  unity  in  the  Church,  and 
hate  schisnL  3.  Because  we  have  Uie  example  of  the 
Prophets,  and  of  Christ  and  his  Apostles  for  communicatiog 
in  more  corrupt  Churches  than  the  Lutherans  are.  4.  Be* 
cause  the  best  divines  of  the  last  age  have  approved  it,  as 
Capito,  Bucer,  Calvin,  Martyr,  Zanchy,  Ursin,  TosaanuSy 
Paraeus,  Scultetus,  and  others;  some  of  whom,  as  they  bad 
occasion,  did  actually  communicate  with  them.  Altingi 
Theol.  Problem.  Par.  2.  Probl.  18.  p.  331. 

Mr.  Quick  himself  tells  us,  that  Monsieur  Toossaint,  pat* 
tor  of  the  Church  of  Orleans,  being  driven  into  Gtenmtif^ 
by  the  heat  of  Persecution,  joined  himself  readily  with  thi 
Churches  there,  and  spake  honourably  of  their  communiai^ 
even  when  he  was  cited  before  Brentius,  Jacoboa  Andrea^ 
and  other  divines  of  Stutgard,  to  give  an  account  of  Ui 
preaching.  He  told  them,  the  poor  Churches  of  Fnmoe 
breathed  after  peace  with  them,  and  with  all  the  Chi 
of  the  Augustan  confession,  and  had  written  for  it, 
prayed  for  it,  and  these  last  ten  years  spilt  no  other  ink 
their  own  blood  in  defence  of  the  truth.  Quick  In< 
to  the  Synodicon;  p.  59. 

But  we  have  a  greater  testimony  than  all  these,  which,  ii 
the  determination  of  the  National  Synod  of  Tonnein8,lfti4»> 
Cap.  18.*  Where  treating  of  expedients  for  reuniting  dM 
Protestant  Churches,  they  say.  Art  13.  ^'  There  are  soM.I 
points  in  difference  betwijct  us  and  the  Lutheran  Churchtf^; 
wherein  our  agreement  is  very  easy ;  of  this  nature  are  the 
ceremonies  of  the  Lutheran'  Churches,  which  may  be  ei'* 
cused,  and  tolerated,  because  they  are  matters  of  decency » 
not  necessity .'' 

And  again,  art.  27.  *^  If  a  man  communicate  at  the  Lord^ti 
table  with  a  person  that  errs  in  the  doctrine  of  predestinar 
tion,  or  about  the  nature  of  Jesus  Christ,  or,  who  betieves 
that  the  body  of  our  Lord  is  every  where,  in  all  places  at 
once ;  although  this  error  be  very  great,  yet  may  it  not 
trouble  him,  who  is  a  communicant  with  him. — And  as  (or 
those  external  ceremonies  used,  and  practised  by  theLuthe* 

*  There  is  a  like  decree  in  Uie  second  Sjmod  of  Charenton,  Chap.  xxii.  p.  ^' 
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rans,  wfi  have  no  such  difTerence,  but  what  maybe  easily 
composed," 

The  same  proposal  was  made  in  the  Synod  of  Vitre,  158S, 
chap.  iv.  p.  153.  in  the  name  of  the  King  of  Navarre,  and 
Mr.  Chardieu  was  appointed  to  negotiate  the  matter  vrlth 
the  German  Churches. 

The  proposal  was  again  renewed  in  the  Synod  of  Q»p, 
1603.  chap.  vi.  p.  23!),  where  the  Assembly  ordered  lettera 
to  be  dispatched  to  the  Universities  of  England,  Gerdiany, 
Scotland,  Geneva,  Basil  and  Leyden,  and  to  MesmeDTV  dtf 
Gordon  and  Fontaines  in  Loudon,  intreating  them  to  joid 
with  them  in  effecting  the  same  holy  union ;  aad  lliat  prinoei 
may  be  engaged  to  put  forth  their  authority  hermn,  that  80 
they  might  be  more  firmly  united  among  themselves  io  the 
confession  of  one  and  the  siime  doctrine.* 

These  are  truly  healing  principles  indeed,  and  proper  ex- 
pedients for  peace  and  union.  And  would  all  disBenters 
from  the  Church  of  England  but  consent  to  govern  them- 
selvea  by  these  principles,  and  pursue  the  methods  pro- 
posed by  the  Synod  of  Tonneins,  I  dare  be  bold  to  say  in 
the  words  of  that  Synod,  that  the  ditfcrencc  about  the  cere- 
monies Dsed,  and  practised  in  our  Church,  might  easily  be 
composed.  For  they  might  excuse  and  tolerate  them  at 
least,  if  notapprove,  and  justify  them.  Our  Church's  prac- 
tice, Bdmitting  it  to  be  faulty,  is  not  more  corrupt  than  the 
Lutberans,  nor  her  communion  more  unlawful  than  theirs  : 
and  if  by  the  principles  of  the  French  Church,  a  man  may 
safely  communicate  with  the  Lutherans,  notwithstanding 
their  errors  and  faults,  both  in  doctrine,  and  practice,  which 
are  apparently  greater  than  any  can  be  pretended  in  the  ' 
ChoTch  of  England ;  I  see  not  why,  upon  the  same  princi- 
ples it  mil  not  follow,  that  the  communioD  of  the  Church 
j 

*  See  aUo  the  third  Synod  of  Rochel,  chap,  i,  p.  963. 

F.  TnrrettD,  de  Dece»Bri&  seceulone  ab  BceleB.  Romaai.  Diipnt.  Tiii. 
n.  sa.  p.  a». 

Hat.  Bochart.  Diatlecticon.  Sedan.  1663,  8to.— II.  Hii  dialogDe  about 
lbs  diDeuUies  niied  by  the  missionaries  on  account  of  the  Synod  of  Cba- 
rsBtoii,  1631,  tolerating  the  coamanion  ot  Lutherans. 

Sam.  Bochart.  Reip.  ad  Jeiuitan)  leBarrede  tolGiandia  LotbeniDl*,  1661. 
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of  England  is  by  all  means  to  be  embraced,  and  separation 
to  be  avoided,  even  though  it  were  proved  that  there  were 
some  things  faulty,  either  in  the  Churches  doctrine,  or  prac- 
tice which  might  admit  of  a  regular  and  seasonable  reforma- 
tion. And  having  said  this,  I  conclude,  that  whatever  way  we 
consider  this  matter,  the  communion  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land is  justified,  and  the  objections  of  dissenters  truly  an- 
swered, upon  the  principles  of  the  French  Church;  which 
either  herself  practises  the  very  same  things  that  are  ex- 
cepted against  in  our  communion,  as  I  have  proved  in  most 
instances  she  does,  or  else  commends  and  approves  what 
she  does  not  practise ;  or,  at  least,  allows  them,  as  things 
tolerable,  and  such  as  may  be  borne  with,  rather  than  divide 
communion,  and  break  the  Church's  peace :  which  were  the 
things  I  at  first  undertook  to  shew  from  the  acts,  and  de- 
crees of  the  French  National  Synods,  which  are  the  greatest 
authority  of  the  reformed  Church  of  France. 


^' 


\ 
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THE  CONCLUSION. 

CONTAINING  A  SERIOUS  ADDRESS  TO  DISSENTERS, 
AND  TO  THE  REFUGEES  OF  THE  FRENCH  CHURCH, 
TO  JOIN  IN  CONSTANT,  AND  FULL  COMMUNION 
WITH  THE  CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND. 

I  tfAVB  nothing  more  to  do,  bnt  to  close  this  discourse 
with  a  serious  exhortation  to  such  persons  to  are  concerned 
in  it,  who  are  chiefly  such  dissenters,  as  make  use  of  the 
arguments  I  have  examined  in  this  Book,  to  justify  their 
separation  from  the  Church  of  England.  To  these,  whether 
laymen,  or  teachers,  I  must  take  leave  to  say,  and  here  once 
more  remind  tliem  of  it,  that  they  act,  and  go  upon  such 
principles,  as  would  oblige  them  to  separate  from  the  French 
Church,  and  perhaps  all  other  Protestant  Churches. 

As  to  what  concerns  the  communion  of  laymen  in  particu- 
lar, I  have  plainly  made  it  appear,  that  scarce  any  conditions 
are  required  of  them  in  the  English  Church,  but  what  are 
^s  much  insisted  on  in  the  Church  of  France,  as  well  in  the 
offices  of  baptism,  and  the  Lord's  supper,  as  other  parts  of 
divine  service.  If  the  English  Church  challenge  to  herself 
a  power  to  decree  rites  and  ceremonies,  requiring  all  her 
members  peaceably  to  use  and  submit  to  them ;  the  French 
Church  does  the  same  in  her  Councils,  and  Synods,  making 
laws  about  indifferent  things,  and  obliging  the  people  con- 
scientiously to  obey  them.  By  virtue  of  this  power,  she 
commands  all  men  to  pray  kneeling,  to  receive  the  Com- 
munion standing,  to  baptize  their  children  in  the  church 
only  on  sermon  days,  to  give  them  no  he^tben  names, 
nor  the  names  of  Angel,  Baptist,  Emrtnuel,  &c.  To  receive 
the  Lord  8  buppcr  in  leavened,   and   cominon  bread  only, 
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consecrated  by  a  form,  delivered  with  a  form,  and  takei 
from  the  minister's  hands  only :  with  many  other  ceremonie 
of  the  like  nature,  of  which  I  have  given  a  particular  ac 
count  in  the  foregoing*  treatise.  Now  either  men  most  say 
that  the  Church  of  England  uses  but  a  lawful  power,  ii 
prescribing  such  rites  as  these,  and  that  all  men  ongh 
peaceably  to  comply  with  her  rules,  and  join  Christianly  ii 
full  communion  with  her ;  or  else  that  the  French  Churd 
abuses  her  power  likewise,  and  that  there  is  as  great  a  ne 
cessity  to  separate  from  her  communion,  as  from  the  com 
munion  of  the  Church  of  England.  But  if  they  cannot  con 
sent  to  condemn  the  French  Church,  then  neither,  in  justice 
ought  they  to  condemn  the  English :  since  the  reasons  o 
communion,  and  separation  are  the  very  same  in  both,  am 
he  that  forsakes  the  communion  of  the  one,  is  by  his  princi 
pies  obliged  to  forsake  the  other  also.  When  men  will  tak< 
time  to  consider  this  impartially,  as  here  they  are  called  i^ 
on  to  do,  and  directed  also  in  this  discourse  how  to  make  i 
true  judgment  of  the  practice  of  both  Churches  comparec 
together,  it  may  then  be  hoped  they  will  lay  aside  thmi 
prejudices  agabst  the  Church  of  England,  and  quit  tboflN 
principles,  which,  if  truly  followed,  will  lead  them  to  sepa- 
rate from  the  French  Church,  and,  it  may  be,  all  IIh 
Churches  of  the  reformation. 

I  say  the  same,  with  respect  to  the  teachers  also :  the  verj 
same  reasons  and  principles  that  make  them  keep  up,  anc 
maintain  separate  meetings  in  England,  would  oblige  then 
to  do  the  like  in  France,  were  they  resolved  to  pursue  th< 
same  measures  that  they  do  here.  For,  conformity,  and 
uniformity  is  no  less  strictly  required  by  the  rules  of  the 
French  Church,  than  it  is  by  the  English.  The/same  sub- 
scriptions and  oaths,  and  assent  and  consent,  and  vows  anc 
covenants,  and  Canonical  obedience  are  exacted  of  th< 
French  ministers,  as  are  of  us  here,  and  he  that  will  not,  o: 
cannot  comply  with  those  conditions,  can  regularly  be  n< 
minister  of  the  French  Church.  He  must  either  be  debarrec 
from  entering  into  the  ministry  at  first,  or  be  censured, 
silenced,  and  deposed ;  if  after  his  subscription  to  theii 
Articles,  Liturgy,  Discipline,  or  Canons,  he  acts  contrary  to 
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Ms  subscription]  or  raises  any  contention  about  them. 
When  he  is  time  deposed,  he  must  peaceably  submit  to  the 
deposition,  and  leave  oS  officiating  as  a  minister ;  not  set  up 
a  separate  meeting,  and  preach  (when  silenced)  against  the 
will  of  his  superiors.  The  first  is  agreeable  to  the  niles 
both  of  the  French  and  English  Church,  but  non-conformists 
in  England  call  it  sacnJegious  desertion:  and  therefore  they 
lake  tlie  other  way,  and  set  up  sei>arate  meetings,  and 
preach  when  silenced  by  the  law,  though  that  be  as  con- 
trary to  the  rules  and  discipline  of  the  French  Church,  as  it 
is  to  those  of  the  Church  of  England.  Hence  it  is  plain, 
that  they  who  set  up,  and  maintain  separate  meetings  in 
£ngland,  must,  upon  the  came  reasons  and  principles  think 
ttiemselves  obliged  to  do  the  same  in  the  French  Church 
tiao.  For  it  cannot  now  be  pretended,  that  the  conditions 
rflhe  ministry  in  the  English  Church  are  so  vastly  different 
from  the  French,  tliat  ministers  are  forced  to  set  up  separate 
meetings  here,  which  they  should  not  bo  compelled  to  do 
there:  since  I  have  shewn  this  plea  to  be  groundless,  by 
examining  the  particular  exceptions  made  against  subscrip- 
tion in  England  ;  and  proving  that  the  very  same,  if  not  ' 
much  greater  ditHcuIties  occur  in  the  subscriptions  of  the 
French  Church. 

Nor  do  I  see  What  can  be  urged  further  in  this  osae,  un- 
1«M  it  be  the  business  of  r^ordinatioD,  which  some  reckon 
*e  great  a,cbarge  against  the  act  of  ODiformity ;  because  it 
ofaii^a  every  beneficiary  to  receive  episcopal  ordinaUoD, 
voeording  to  the  form,  and  rites  of  the  Church  of  ^gland. 
fi«tt  wbat  harm  there  is  in  this,  I  confess,  I  never  yet  could 
•M,  and  I  am  sure  there  is  nothing  in  it  contrary  to  the 
^iuciples  or  practice  of  Geneva,  nor  perhaps,  of  the  whole 
Frenoh  Church.  For  1.  At  Geneva  it  is  their  common 
pnctice,  wbenever  they  remove  a  minister  from  one  church 
to  another,  to  give  him  a  new  and  soletnn  ordination  by  im- 
position of  bands,  and  prayer.  This  we  learn  from  an 
epistle  of  the  pastors  of  Geneva  to  those  of  Berne,  which 
is  among  Calvin's  Epistles,  p.  S64.  Where  speaking  of  one 
Camperel,  a  minister  of  Geneva,  who  was  translated  to  a 
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country  parish,  they  say,*  "  he  suffered  himself  to  be  or- 
dained there  by  our  brother  Calvin,  Sec.  *  And  we  do  not 
think  that  to  be^a  childish  pageantry,  when  a  minister  is  as- 
signed to  any  church  by  a  solemn  rite,  with  public  invoca- 
tion of  the  name  of  God."  Now  if  it  be  lawful  by  the 
rules  of  the  Church  of  Geneva,  for  a  minister  to  received 
new  solemn  ordination,  when  he  is  translated  from  one 
church  to  another:  why  cannot  men  in  England  consent  to 
receive  a  new  ordination,  when  the  law  requires  it^  in  o#dei 
to  settle  themselves  regularly  in  any  church  ?  Espeoiall} 
when  it  is  for  the  sake  of  peace  and  union,  and  to  take  ofl 
all  manner  of  doubtfulness,  and  scruples  from  the  people 
I  dispute  not  now,  whether  their  former  ordinations  wen 
valid:  it  is  certain,  they  are  not  more  valid  than  those  ol 
Geneva ;  nor  can  they  themselvjes  think  them  more  valid 
than  the  ministers  of  Geneva  think  theirs :  wherefore,  if  r 
be  lawful  at  Geneva,  for  a  minister  to  receive  a  new  ordiiMi' 
tion,  because  the  laws  require  it:  I  do  not  see  what  eai 
make  it  unlawful  in  England  to  submit  to  the  same  thing 
in  compliance  with  the  law,  when  men  have  no  other  regti< 
lar  way  to  settle  themselves  in  any  cure ;  let  their  opiDioi 
of  their  former  ordination  be  what  it  will,  which  conies  00 
into  the  present  dispute.  For,  even  supposing  their  fioriMi 
ordination  to  be  valid,  I  shew,  they  may  submit  to  a  new  or 
dination,  without  sin :  and  if  they  will  be  peaceable  thei 
ought  to  do  it,  after  the  example  of  Geneva,  rather  than  se 
up  sepitrate  meetings,  and  preach  against  the  will  of  theii 
superiors,  to  the  disturbance  of  the  peace  of  the  Church. 

2.  Whether  the  same  thing  be  practised  all  over  Fiiiiic< 
that  is  at  Geneva,  I  have  not  yet  observed :  but  this  we  an 
certain  of,  which  is  n(iore  to  the  purpose,  that  generally  ihi 
FrcBch  ministers  who  come  over  into  England,  are  ready  t< 
receive  episcopal  ordination,  when  they  can  have  it.  Whid 
is  an  argument,  that  they  are  neither  enemies  to  episcopa 


*  Passes  est  se  ordinari  illic  a  fratre  nostro  Calvino. — Luduin  puerilei 
esse  non  putamus,  quum  solenni  ritu  addicitiir  uni  Ecclesis  minister,  ctu 
pubUc{l  nominis  Dei  invocatione. 
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powtf  and  juiisdictioD  itself,  nor  think  it  contrary  to  the 
roles  of  their  Church,  or  the  rules  of  the  Gospel,  to  reoeive 
t  Mw  ordination.  And  if  those  I  am  speaking  to,  will  pro?e 
to  Ibe  world,  that  tHey  are  wiUiog  to  imitate  the  practice, 
•od  walk  by  the  rules  of  the  French  Church,  they  must  imi- 
tste  their  ministers  in  this  particular,  as  well  as  conform  in 
all  other  points,  wherein  I  hare  shewn  the  agreement  of 
the^wo  Churches.  They  are  here  called  upon  once  more 
to  shew  their  conformity^  by  imitating  the  practice  of  the 
Ftsndi  Church,  where  it  is  agreeable  to  the  Church  of  "Eng- 
hnd.  And  sure,  they  that  are  peaceable  cannotrc^use  to 
ds-thisy  Which  is  according  to  their  own  rule  of  reformation. 
Tolhem,  therefore,  I  address  this  discourse,  not  to  men  who 
m  wholly  governed  by  interest,  or  passion  (on  whom  it  is 
sotfikely  to  make  any  great  impression)  but  to  the  reason- 
ibk  and  the  peaceable,  who,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  will  take  it 
iolo  their  most  serious  consideration. 

My*  last  address,  is  to  those  gentiemen  of  the  French 

Ghnobj  who  are  fled  hither  for  sanctuary,,  from  the  heat  and 

kij  of  the  late  persecution.    What  I  have  to  say  to  them, 

%  that  as  they  regard  the  yenerable  authority  of  their 

own  National  Synods,  and  the  avowed  principles  •of  that 

Church,  into  which  they  were  baptized  ;  whose  doctrine  they 

profess,  and  by  whose   discipline  they  are  willing  to  be 

governed ;  they  should  vigorously  maintain,  and  assert  the 

Qanse  of  the  Church  of  England,  against  all  that  set  up  dis- 

tiact  communions,  and  unreasonably  divide  themselves  from 

bo.    The  FrencH  Church,  it  is  certain,  by  her  principles,  is 

Ho  friend  to  separation  :  all  her  sons,  whofmay  be  supposed 

to  understand  her  principles,  must  needs  here  join  with  me : 

therefore,  if  there  be  any  who  act  oth^wise,  and  either  Be^ 

creUy,  or  openly  encourage  separation,  or  any  principles 

tttoding  thereto,  they  must  be  concluded  to  act  as  much 

against  the  true  interest,  and  principles  of  their  own  Church 

88  they  do  against  the  Church  of  England.    I  do  not,  in 

sa^g  this,  intend  to  accuse  any,  but  only  warn  them  against 

the  force,  and  subtlety  of  a  dangerous  temptation,  which 

they  may  be  liable  to,  for  waut  of  a  right  appreheusion  of 

the  principles,  and  constitution  of  their  own  Church,  or 
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those  of  the  Church  of  England.  For,  some  perhaps,  may 
think,  that,  because  there  are  different  rites  and  ceremooies 
used  in  the  two  Churches,  that  therefore  their  principles  are 
different  also ;  or  that  because  the  practice  of  dissenters  ia 
some  things  comes  nearer  the  practice  of  the  French  Ghnndi, 
than  the  practice  of  the  Church  of  England  does,  that  there- 
fore the  principles  of  the  dissenters  are  the  same  with  the 
French,  and  their  communion  rather  to  be  chosen  than  that 
of  the  Church  of  England.  If  any  are  thus  persuaded,.  I 
must  take  leave  to  tell  them,  they  understand  not  tnity  the 
principles  of  their  own  Church,  and  act  directly  against  them. 
For  it  is  one  grand  principle  in  the  French  Church,  common 
to  her  with  the  Church  of  England,  that  every  National 
Church  has  power  to  appoint  what  incTifferent  rites  and  cere- 
monies she  judges  proper,  and  expedient  for  her  own  edifi- 
cation ;  and  that  all  the  members  of  any  such  Church,  are 
bound  in  conscience,  quietly  and  peaceably  to  submit  to 
those  her  orders  ;  and  that  they  who  raise  contention 
about  such  things,  and  rather  separate  than  comply  with 
them,  are  guilty  of  a  causeless  separation.  It  is  another 
principle  naturally  flowing  from  the  former  that  different 
rites  in  distinct  National  Churches,  make  no  differenee 
in  the  faith,  nor  ought  to  hinder  the  members  of  one 
Church  from  joining  in  communion  with  another ;  but  that 
every  one  is  bound  to  use  the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  that 
Church  with  which  he  communicates,  though  they  be  diffe- 
rent from  his  own.  A  Frenchman  is  bound  to  receivo  the 
Communion  kneeling  in  the  English  Church,  and  an  £ng« 
lishman  to  receive  it  standing  in  the  French  Church,  because 
these  are  the  laws  and  customs  of  each  communion.  Thirdly, 
it  is  a  further  principle  of  the  French  Church,  that  they  who 
separate  causelessly  from  their  own  Church,  are  not  to  be 
encouraged  in  their  separation  by  the  members  of  any 
other  Church,  nor  to  be  received  into  their  communion,  till 
they  have  made  satisfaction  to  their  own  Church.  Now 
supposing  all  this  to  be  true,  it  is  impossible  for  any,  who 
are  true  members  of  the  French  Church,  whilst  they  keep 
to  their  own  principles,  and  act  by  their  own  rules,  either  to 
condemn  the  ceremonies  of  the  English  Church,  or  give  any 
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coontefmiiee  to  die  present  sepwration.  For,  though  oonie 
of  oor  fites  may  differ  from  thdirf,  yet  we  are  agreed  in  these 
.  cdmrnon  principles,  which  jastify  each  others  rites,  and  prore 
it  lawful,  yea,  necessary,  to  comply  with  the  customs  of 
dtber  Church,  when  we  communicate  with  them :  and  they 
who  separate  from  either  Church  upon  the  account  of  such 
things,  are  justly  condemned  by  the  principles  of  both.  So 
Aat  the  practiioe  of  our  dissenters  stands  condemned  by  the 
principles  of  the  French  Church,  even  in  those  thingti  in 
which  they  pretend  to  imitate  her  practice :  because  they 
act  against  those  common  principles  of  union,  whidi  oblige 
all  men  to  comply  with  the  reoeiyed  laws  and  customs  of 
their  own  Church,  and  not  contend  about  foreign  rites,  to 
eauee  diTisions,  and  needless  separation. 

When  these  things  are  truly  weighed,  and  considered  by 
dibee  of  the  French  communion,  they  cannot  but  in  jus* 
tiee  to  their  own  principles,  disclaim  both  the  principles,  and 
inactioes  of  dissenters,  and  heartily  espouse  the  cause  of  the 
Chmdi  of  England  against  the  present  separation.  If  any 
do  not,  it  is  either  because  they  understand  not  their  own 
principles,  or  else  act  upon  particular  interest,  against  the 
common  interest,  and  principles  of  their  Church,  for  which 
they  are  liable  to  be  censured  by  their  own  discipline,  and  • 
canons,  and  much  more  by  their  National  Synods,  if  ever  it 
should  please  God  to  restore  them  to  the  free  use  and  exercise 
of  their  religion  in  their  native  soil  again.  There  is  this  great 
reason  to  engage  them  to  join  heartily  in  communion  with  the 
Church  of  England,  whilst  they  sojourn  here;  because  in  so 
doing  they  keep  steady  to  their  own  principles,  observe  their 
own  discipline,  and  act  by  the  rules  of  their  National  Synods^ 
which  teach  them  to  comply  with  the  laws  of  the  National 
Church,  wherever  they  dwell,  and  more  especially  the  laws 
of  the  English  Church,  for  which  their  synods  profess  a  most 
profound  and  deep  veneration.  By  this  means,  they  will  do 
honour  to  their  own  Church,  and  vindicate  both  her,  and 
their  own  reputation  :  they  will  do  great  service,  both  to  the 
Church  of  England,  and  dissenters,  and  themselves  at  once, 
by  being  happy  instruments  of  composing  our  most  unhappy 
differences,  and  convincing  those  of  the  adverse  party,  that 
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their  separation  is  not  grounded  upon  any  principles,  or 
parallel  practices  of  the  French  Church.     To  be  thus  instro- 
mental  in  doing  good,  only  by  being  true  to  their  own  prin- 
ciples and  profession,  as  it  is  a  just  debt  they  owe  to  religioOi 
and  their  mother-church,  so  it  cannot  want  its  reward :  since 
it  is  no  less  glorious,  and  meritorious  an  act,  to  lend  an  help- 
ing hand  towards  ending  a  schism  in  God's  Church,  than  it 
is  to  confess  His  truth  in  time  of  persecution.    Thus  they 
may  close,  and  uuite  both  safely  and  honourably,  with  the 
Church  of  England,  upon  their  own  principles,  and  ne?er 
find  cause  to  repent  of  being  just  and  true  to  their  own 
rules,  whether  they  continue  here,  or  be  restored  by  God's 
blessing  to  the  land  of  their  nativity  again. 

Whereas,  on  the  contrary,  if  they  unite  with  dissenters  of 
any  denomination,  they  must  do  it  upon  such  principles  as 
directly  contradict  their  own  ;  principles  that  are  neither  aafid 
nor  honourable,  nor  lasting ;  that  tend  as  much  to  destroy 
the  constitution  ;  and  well  being  of  the  French  Church,  as 
of  the  Church  of  England.  If  they  close  with  the  indidpen* 
dents,  or  give  any  countenance  to  that  way,  they  are  already 
condemned  by  one  of  their  own  National  Synods,*  which 
declares  against  the  Independent  Principles,  as  utterly  per- 
nicious, and  destructive  of  all  order  and  peace,  both  in 
Church  and  state.  If  they  unite  with  the  Presbyterians,  they 
muft  no  longer  maintain  the  principles  of  the  French 
Church,  which  both  allows  the  English  Diocesan  Episcopacy 
as  consonant  to  the  word  of  God,  and  condemns  all  manner 
of  separation  from  the  English  Church  (whether  upon  the 
account  of  episcopacy,  or  any  other  reason)  as  utterly  sinful, 
and  unlawful.  These  principles  cannot  possibly  consist  with 
the  present  principles,  and  practices  of  the  English  Presby- 
terians, who  labour  for  the  extirpation  of  Episcopacy,  as  a 
thing  repugnant  to  the  word  of  God,  and  offer  many  other 
pleas  to  justify  separation.  So  that,  as  all  the  members  of 
the  French  Church  regard  their  own  principles,  and  reve- 
rence the  authority  of  their  National  Synods,  and  tender  the 


^  Synod  uf  Charooton,  1644.  ciuUBook  i.  c.  *. 
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Welfare  of  their  owd  coDBtitution,  they  are  obliged  in  UtmotVi 
Interest,  aDd  consoieDce,  todisUnguish  tbemaelTeB  npoD  this 
Occasion,  and  Hijew  their  dislike  of  the  present  Beparation, 
Otherwise,  those  rery  Synods,  nhich  now  they  9iiteem  their 
glory,  will  only  romain  lasting  monuments  of  dieir  reproadi ; 
as  autheutic  records,  and  bodies  of  good  laws  are  but  regis- 
ters of  men^s  disgrace,  when  they  confute  their  principles  by 
ibeir  practice.  I  hope  there  are  no  French  confessors  in  Eng- 
land, who  will  not  take  care^o  avoid  this  censure,  and  have 
both  the  honesty,  wd  courage  to  own  their  principles  here, 
as  they  have  done  elsewhere  upon  other  occasions,  in  the 
severest  times  of  persecution.  And  then,  if  ever  it  shall 
please  God  to  restore  them  to  their  ancient  rights  and  privi- 
leges, they  mny  return  triumphant  without  blemish,  or 
reproach  J  havin;;' neither  denied  th^r  faith,  nor  deserted 
their  principles,  nor  cancelled  their  discipline,  nor  opened  a 
way,  by  a  bad  exnmple,  for  others  in  like  manner  to  break  in 
upon  their  establi«hment,  and  destroy  the  onion  of  tbeir 
Churches  ;  which  it  has  been  the  wisdom  of  their  National. 
Synods,  with  no  great  care  to  maintun  and  preserve.  They 
might  then  also  return  with  Episcopal  dignity,  if  they  pleased, 
moie  strictly  united  to  us ;  and  that  perhaps  might  make 
way  for  a  more  general  union  of  all  Qiristians  ;  which  if  It 
could  be  once  accomplished,  as  one  of  their  Synods  words 
it,*  "  We  should  then  be  more  considerable,  and  miutsters 
might  preach  with  more  authority,  and  greater  success  than 
ever."  I  pray  God  prosper  all  honest  de||gns  that  are  used 
to  prmnote  so  glorious  an  end,  aud  give  every  man  grace  to 
follow  after  the  things  which  make  for  peace,  and  things 
wherewith  one  may  edify  another. 


*  Sjrnod  of  TonDeini,  IS14.  e»p.  18.  art.  SI. 
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ADDRESS. 


The  following  Preface  by  my  learned  Ancestor,  now 
printed  from  the  original  manuscript  in  my  possession,  ap- 
pears to  have  been  written  by  him  preparatory  to  an  intended 
publication  of  the  Sermon  to  which  it  refers.     But  that  in- 
tention he  did  not  carry  into  execution ;  probably  from  a 
desire  not  to  keep  alive  or  add  acrimony  to  a  spirit  of  con- 
troversy, which  had  for  some  time  been  too  prevalent.     As, 
however,  this  and  the  following  Sermon  are  evidently  the 
result  of  deep  research,  and  afford  a  very  striking  proof  of 
the  intimate  knowledge  of  the  doctrines  of  Antiquity,  which 
the  Author  had  acquired  at  a  comparatively  early  age,  hav- 
ing been,  when  he  delivered  them,  only  in  his  27th  and  28th 
years ;  and  further,  as  there  can  be  no  danger,  that  the  pub- 
lication of  these  Discourses  will  excite  at  this  period  any  of 
those  personal  or  angry  feelings,  which  my  great  Grand- 
father might  perhaps  have  apprehended,  I  conceive  it  will 
be  interesting,  if  not  otherwise  more  importantly  useful,  to 
many  studious  and  learned  readers,  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  perusing  the  statements  and  opinions^  on  abstruse  and 
much  controverted  subjects  of  Theology,  which  were  enter- 
tained by  the   Fathers,  and  other  earliest  writers,  of  the 
Church,  as  extracted  from  their  authenticated  writings,  and 
discussed  and  commented  on  by  the  devout  Author  of  the 
Antiquities  of  the  Christian  Church. 

RICHARD  BINGHAM,  Editor. 

VOL.    Vill.  U 


THE  AUTHOR'S  PREFACE. 


It  is  to  prevent  all  future  calumnies  and .  misrepresfi^ir  ' 
iiom,  which,  with  a  little  wit,  and  a  great  deal  of  uncfaiirtiH^ 
passion^  I  haye  experimented  to  be  some  men^s  best  vxgfjr 
mentSy  that  I  haye  published  the  following  discooxse.  f- 
hope  it  will^  in  some  measure,  do  justice  to  the  doeiai6of 
Antiquity,  which  it  only  defends,  to  its  author,  and  totbeii^ 
grenuous  reader^  who  will^  without  prejudice^  peruse  aq4 
consider  it  That  it  may  the  better  do  all  this,  before  I  Ijet 
the  reader  into  the  discourse  itself,  I  will  detain  him  a  )fUt» 
with  a  short  account  of  the  true  state  of  the  present  ogptip* 
versy ;  and  tell  him  what  was  the  occasion  of  preachingjtbii 
discourse,  and  what  the  necessity  of  publishing  it. 

1.  As  to  the  state  of  the  present  controversy :  the  ques- 
tion betwixt  the  preacher,  and  those  gentlemen^  who  t^ot^ 
sured  him,  is  not  (what  some  might  be  apt  to  imagine  from 
the  late  decree)  whether  the  Three  Persons  be  Thre^  .Sub- 
stances, as  substance  signifies  nature  and  essence ;  or  whe- 
ther they  be  individual  substances  divided  from  one  tauten, 
as  human  individuals  are;  both  these  the  preaoher ^dis- 
solutely denies;  but  the  question  is,  whether  the  fomel 
notion  and  definition  of  a  person  be  not  an  individual  in- 
telligent substance?    Whether  the  Fathers  have  not  two 


\ 


THE   AUTHORS   PRBFACK.  291 

notions  of  the  term  substantia,  the  one  signifying  oommon 
nature,  and  the  other  particular  or  individual  substance? 
And  whether,  according  to  those  different  notions  of  sub- 
stance, they  do  not  assert,  that  the  Three  Divine  Persons  are 
three  individual  substances  in  one  sense,  as  well  as  one 
substance  in  another  ?  The  preacher  pretends  only  to  fol- 
low the  doctrine  of  the  Primitive  Fathers,  and  the  judgment 
of  Antiquity ;  and  does  not  deny  the  three  Persons  to  be  unius 
9ub^antWj  or  ofAoaatti^,  of  one  substance  or  consubstan- 
tial,  in  any  sense  that  the  Primitive  Fathers  believed  them  to 
be  ao:  but  he  asserts  thi^t  the  Schoolmen,  since  the  time  of 
the  Council  of  Lateran  under  Innocent  the  3d,  have  taken 
ooe  substance  in  another  sense  than  the  Fathers  did,  and 
that  bas  been. the  original  of  all  the  confusion.  This  is  the 
true  state  of  the  question  as  proposed  by  the  preacher:  and 
it  being  a  pure  question  of  fact,  whether  the  Fathers  have 
used  and  allowed  this  twofold  notion  of  substance,  he  thinks 
it  ought  only  to  be  determined  by  producing  ancient  authori- 
ties; and  not  by  the  judgment  of  the  Schoolmen,  or  Calvin, 
or  any  other  Modern  Authors. 

2.  Next  for  the  occasion  of  preaching  the  sermon :  it 
was  not/  as  one  maliciously  insinuates,  that  the  author 
might  ingratiate  himself  with  the  Dean  of  St.  Paul's;];  or  any 
other  person.  All  that  know  the  preacher's  conversation 
will  think  otherwise  of  him ;  but  it  was  purely  to  hint  to 
others,  what  he  had  satisfied  himself  was  true.  He  had  for 
some  time  been  consulting  originals,  which  all  men  have 
not  opportunity,  or  time,  or  will  to  do,  and  he  was  sorry  to 
find  the  genuine  sense  of  Antiquity  violently  run  down, 
none  interposing,  though  many  be  sensible  of  it,under  the  pre- 

*  Author  of  the  Preface  to  the  Hist  of  Valent.  Gentil.  p.  5. 
X  Dr.  Sherlock,  afterwards  Bishop  of  tendon. 
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tence  of  being  Tritheism.  Therefore  having  acqaainled 
himself  a  little  in  the  knowledge  of  this  controversy  by  pera*- 
ing  and  comparing  the  writings  of  ancient  and  modem  au- 
thors ;  and  having  especially  observed  a  different  style  and 
explication  in  the  Fathers  from  that  of  the  Schoolmen  ;  and 
some  propositions  advanced  by  the  latter  contradicting  those 
that  were  asserted  by  the  former,  which  contradictions  tre 
proved  in  the  sermon ;  having  further  observed,  what  bo 
thinks  very  material,  though  not  mentioned  in  the  sermoBt 
that  Luther  and  his  followers  had  generally  rejected  the  in- 
novations of  the  Council  of  Lateran  and  the  Schoolm^  in 
this  particular ;  and  that  many  of  them  had  asserted  thies 
individual  real  substances  in  opposition  to  modes  and  reh* 
tion,  as  he  from  the  Fathers  did ;  that  they  accused  some  of 
the  Calvinists  of  Sabellianism  for  defining  person  by  a  r/ooroc 
vwap^Hifg;  and  further  having  observed  the  Calvinists  to 
be  generally  accused  by  learned  men  for  their  new  dootrino 
of  Autotheanism,  and  for  following  the  Schoolmen^s  nicetiei 
more  than  the  plain  sense  of  the  Council  of  Nice  in  tfadr 
explications  of  this  great  article ;  I  say,  having  observed 
these  and  many  other  things  relating  to  this  controversy, 
he  thought  it  his  duty,  having  an  opportunity  to  preadi 
before  the  learned  body  of  the  University,  to  take  notice  of 
some  of  the  principal  innovations  of  the  Schoolmen,  and  those 
modem  authors,  who  refining  upon  the  Schoolmen^s  I^po- 
thesis,  had  tacitly  and  in  effect  charged  Tritheism  upon  the 
Fathers.  He  found  the  Fathers  wounded  through  Dr.  Sher- 
lock's sides;  whilst  he  was  condemned  for  saying  many 
things,  which  the  Fathers  had  said  before  him.  He  found 
the  Fathers  had  made  the  terms,  person  and  individual  intel^ 
ligent  substance,  convertible;  and  had  maintained  three 
such  persons  against  SabelUus.    He  found  nature  and  sub- 
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8taiioe»  svla  and  essentia^  always  explained  by  such  a  nature, 
as  would  admit  of  three  distinct  individuals.  Lastly,  he 
found  all  the  arguments  of  the  contrary  hypothesis  ground- 
ed upon  one  fundamental  mistake,  viz.  that  the  Fathers  by 
ofUMoloCi  ^^^  ^^^  substantia  always  understood  a  singular 
individual  substance;  whereas  there  is  nothing  more  evident, 
to  those,  who  look  into  the  Fathers,  than  that  by  o/iosaloc,  and 
una  9ubstaniia,  they  mean  such  a  substance  or  essence,  as 
three  numerical  or  individual  substances  may  entirely  par- 
take of:  and  three  such  individual  substances  or  persons, 
not  being  essentially  different,  but  all  of  one  unalterable 
and  immutable  Divine  Nature,  they  therefore  called  one 
sobatance,  nature  or  essence,  and  in  the  same  sense  One 
Divinity  or  One  God ;  adding  some  other  sorts  of  unity, 
which  are  summed  up  in  the  close  of  the  sermon. 

These  are  the  true  and  only  reasons  that  engaged  him  in 
this  undertaking.  It  was  only  to  vindicate  the  genuine 
sense  of  Antiquity,  viz.  the  true  sense  of  one  substance 
and  three  persons,  from  the  corruptions  of  the  Schoolmen 
and  the  defenders  of  the  innovation  of  the  Lateran  Council. 
Luther  and  his  part  of  the  reformation  had  done  the  same 
before :  and  the  Church  of  England,  professing  to  follow 
the  sense  of  the  four  first  General  Councils,  might  be  pre- 
sumed to  defend  one  substance  and  three  persons  in  the  true 
old  sense  too ;  since  she  had  no  where  declared  against  it 
And  then  it  could  be  no  innovation,  much  less  Heresy  or 
Tritheism  to  endeavour  to  reduce  old  words  to  their  first  and 
primitive  signification.  This  and  nothing  else  the  reader 
will  find  to  be  the  whole  design  of  the  following  discourse. 
And  that  I  presume,  with  unprejudiced  men,  will  justify  the 
undertaking. 

3.  The  reason  why  it  appears  abroad  now,  and  not  before, 
is  principally  to  confute  the  unjust  calumnies  of  a  nameless 
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author,  who  writes  Marginal  Annotations  upon  the  lifo  of 
Viilentinus  Gentilis.  It  is  there  pretended  more  than  once, 
that  the  Oxford  Preacher,  amongst  the  rest  of  the  foUowtrs 
of  Dr.  Sherlock,  has  condemned  the  Nicene  Cooncily  and 
oast  away  the  usual  terms  of  the  Catholic  Chnrch,  (pftolMc^, 
soio,  hypostasis,  una  substanliaj  and  the  like,)  introdnciiig 
Hew  ones  in  the  room.*  Now  allowing  men  may  haTe  a  right 
to  censure  a  doctrine;  yet  I  hope  no  one  will  pretend  to  biTO 
a  right  to  misrepresent  and  calumniate  it  Yet  this  is  waA 
an  egregious  calumny  as  no  one  would  have  been  guilty  of, 
bat  he  that  is  resolved  to  undermine  the  defenders  of  the 
Primitive  Faith,  by  the  same  arts,  that  the  great  enemy  of 
mankind  did  its  first  professors.  It  is  too  usual,  widi  meo 
who  want  better  arguments,  to  betake  themselves  to  misre- 
presentations and  blackening  calumnies:  that  being  the 
snrest  way  to  undermine  the  credit  and  reputation  of  any 
author  or  doctrine ;  to  say  something  of  them,  which  will 
render  them  odious  to  the  generality  of  roankiqd:  FarliUr 
calumniare  et  aliquid  odlugrebiL 

But  the  greater  any  calumny  is,  the  more  easily  it  i9  ex- 
posed, when  it  is  once  laid  open.  And  there  needs  nothing 
more  to  lay  open  this  calumny,  but  only  to  give  every  in- 
genuous reader  an  opportunity  to  see,  and  judge  of  the  ser- 
mon itself,  and  what  is  therein  asserted.  If  he  fiUdd  roe 
rejecting  or  quarrelling  with  any  one  of  the  ancient  terms,  I 
desire  no  more  favour  at  his  hands,  than  I  have  had  justice 
firom  the  animadverting  annotator.  But  if  I  have  done  no- 
thing of  this  nature  to  give  the  least  occasion  for  suoh  a 
slander;  but  on  the  contrary  have  endeavoured  to  clear  and 
vindicate  the  old  words  from  novel  and  corrupted  senses,  and 
have  put  the  true  ancient  valor  and  signification  on  them ; 


*  Life  of  GeBtll.,  p.  84  and  4S. 


if  I  haTe  pot  things  in  a  fairer  light,  by  distinguifibing  the  dif- 
ferent senses  of  words,  and  shewing  how  the  Fathers  said 
three'  siibstances  and  one  substance  without  a  contra- 
diclioii ;  if  I  hkye  made  the  doctrine  intelligible,  ahd  bhewD 
the  explication  to  be  every  way  agreeable  to  the  Council  of  ^ 
Nice,  and  the  expressions  of  the  PrimitiTe  Fathers ;  whose 
sense  and  doctrine  I  only  undertake  to  defend ;  then  I  hope 
eTeiy  candid  reader  will  free  this  discourse  from  the  unjust 
imputation,  which  the  annotator  has  endeavoured  to  fix 
upon  it 

I  do  not  here  in  the  least  reflect  upon  any  one  of  those  wor- 
thy gentlemen,  who  thought  it  their  duty  to  censure  the  ser- 
mon. I  could  have  wished  for  their  own  sakes  indeed  and  the 
sake  of  the  public,  that  they  had  done  it  a  little  more  delibe- 
rately, and  given  me  that  month's  time  I  desired;  that  I  might 
have  tendered  my  sermon  to  them,  and  given  them  a  sight 
of  my  reasons,  before  they  had  censured  me  without  hearing 
all  that  thad  to  say.  And  I  could  have  wished  also,  they 
had  told  the  world,  that  T  asserted  an  Indivisible  Unity  of 
the  Godhead,  as  well  as  Three  Individual  Substances ;  and' 
further  should  have  been  glad  to  have  seen  what  notion  they 
have  of  the  Three  Persons  ;  what  the  definition  of  a  person' 
is;  why  the  old  definition  of  it,  rationalis  natune  indi- 
vidtta  substantia y  will  not  serve  us  as  well  as  the  Primitive 
Fathers ;  why  it  must  now  be  discarded,  and  those  reckoned 
enemies  to  truth,  who  only  stand  up  for  it  ?  If  we  must*  not 
believe  the  Three  Persons  to  be  Individual  Substances,  they 
would  have  done  well  to  have  determined  what  they  are, 
that  at  least  others  might  have  known  what  to  have  believed^ 
as  well  as  what  not  to  have  believed ;  since  it  is  not  a  nega- 
tive faith  or  a  not  believing  of  errors,  but  a  positive  belief 
of  truth,  that  makes  a  man  an  orthodox  Christian :  and  now 
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that  the  notion  of  person  was  come  to  be  disputed,  it  wa» 
necessary  to  have  determined  Konuncsva^uaS^  what  a  person 
was.  But  these  things  were  left  all  to  their  own  discretion, 
and  I  only  modestly  therefore  touch  upon  them.  I  hope 
they  will  pardon  me,  if  for  the  future  I  endeavour  to  do  tbe 
truth  and  myself  justice,  and  free  both  from  the  malicioos. 
calumnies  of  others ;  still  always  retaining  a  decent  respect 
for  their  characters,  and  examining  reasons  without  the  least 
unbecoming  reflections  on  their  persons. 

The  only  thing  I  design  to  examine,  is,  on  which  side  die 
Fathers  stand  in  this  dispute :  which  is  a  thing,  I  presume, 
may  be  fairly  done  by  producing  testimonies  without  any 
heat  or  passion  on  either  side  (if  men  so  please)  or  withoal 
any  prejudice  to  religion.  And  when  all  is  done,  indifferebt 
readers  must  be  judges  at  the  last ;  since  this  is  a  controyersy 
that  will  not  be  decided  by  decrees,  but  only  by  authorities 
from  the  Fathers. 

Therefore  I  must  desire  the  reader  to  take  particoltf 
notice  of  one  thing  more ;  viz.  that  what  the  publisher  of 
the  Life  of  Valentinus  Gentilis  has  said  further,  with  a 
malicious  design  to  bring  all  the  odium  he  could  upon  U8| 
may  be  answered  in  one  word ;  that  it  is  as  impertinent  as  it 
is  malicious;  being  it  relates  not  at  all  to  the  present  debate. 
For  the  question  now  is  not,  what  Calvin  and  some  of  bis 
followers  have  thought  (some,  I  say ;  for  they  are  not  all  of 
his  opinion),  but  what  the  Fathers  have  said  upon  the  sub- 
ject. If  the  Fathers  prove  at  last  to  be  of  the  Preacher's 
opinion,  Calvin's  authority  will  weigh  no  more,  with  any 
reasonable  man,  in  this  case  against  Antiquity,  than  it  does 
in  the  business  of  episcopacy ;  in  which  point  we  think  we 
have  just  reason  to  dissent  from  him.  Besides  that  many  d 
the  Lutherans,  as  I  have  hinted  before,  do  explode  both 
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d  the  Schoolmen  too,  for  following  the  error  of  the 
f  Lateran  in  this  very  point.  So  that  if  modem 
B  signify  any  thing  in  this  debate,  1  can  easily  npon 
let  the  one  against  the  other.  But  when  oar  in- 
bout  Antiquity,  all  these  authorities  are  foreign  to 
Bss  in  hand ;  and  therefore  to  condemn  the  doctrine 
individual  substances  and  one  substance,  which 
s  to  be  put  together,  though  the  decree  did  not 
ay,  to  condemn  this  doctrine  from  the  authority  of 
the  Senate  of  Berne,  is  just  as  if  a  man  should 
I  novelty  of  Arminianism  from  the  Synod  of  Dort, 
Equity  of  Transubstantiation  from  the  Council  of 

)  reader  may  please  to  consider,  that  this  is  not  said 

te  the  heresy  of  Valent  Gentilis,  who  was  certain- 

in  and  a  professed  enemy  to  the  Council  of  Nice ; 

1  Council  the  Christian  world  justly  preserves  a 

veneration.     But  I  must  withal  add,  that  the  heresy 

is  did  not  consist  in  asserting  the  Three  Persons  to 

single  substances,  of  the  same  nature,  equal  to 

ler  in  all  things :  for  this  I  shall  shew  hereafter  to 

1  the  true  sense  of  the  Council  of  Nice,  and  what 

ivould  never  allow ;  who  denied  the  equality  of  the 

made  Him   a  finite  circumscriptible    Substance  : 

Qany   other  heterodoxies  and  foolish  absurdities, 

Me  attended  with  many  contradictions.     I  believe  I 

ible  to  oblige  the  reader  with  a  much  clearer  ac- 

that  heretic's  opinions,  than  has  lately  been  done ; 

wholly   impertinent  to  the  present  debate;  and 

I  shall  confine  myself  to  the  business  of  Antiquity 

avour  to  clear  that  point  first.     The  arguments  I 

to  the  sermon  shall  be  proposed  fairly  with  honesty 
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and  iniegnij,  and  with  what  strength  and' cleaiHesffTe 
give  them ;  and  the  more  to  recommend  them,  with'  dl 
decency  and  temper,  in  a  calm  manner,  as  beconlena  (%H 
tian  dispatabt.  So  that  if  I  do  not  satisfy  all  men'  with  d 
strength  of  my  arguments^  yet  I  hope  all'  the  sober  ai 
rational  part  6t  mankind,  though  diflering  in  opinion*,  w! 
be  satisfied  with  the  manner  of  proposing  t|iem.  If  A^ 
be  any  loose  atignarded  ejqpressions  in  the  sertnon,  being^ 
was  never  designisd  for  the  press,  had  not  some  vM 
calumnies  extorted  it,  I' hope  the  reader  will  overlook  A^i 
to  pi%Vent  further  calumnies  I  was' resolved  to  make  no  a 
^erationb,  being  pretty  well  assured,  the  substance  c^F  it  wi 
admit  of  no  material  objection  to  which  I  shall  not  be  di 
tlo  retorn  a  fair  and  solid  answer. 

I  must  tell  the  reader  ode  thing  further ;  that  he  will  fl 
gome  few  additiorier  here  and' there :  but  generally  they  ii 
gudi  as  I  had  before  prepared  to  speak,  yet  wag  {breed  i 
omit,  to  bring  myself  within  conipass.  All  such  addtfic) 
are  included  within  these  marks  [  ]:  so  that  the  senUM/i 
it  was- preached  still  remains  entire ;  and  every  reader  riu 
judge  of  it  for  himself.  I  desire  no  other  favour  al^  t 
hands,  but  common  justice  and  humanity ;  that  he  will  tint 
without  prejudice  and  judge  without  partiality  ;  that  he  w 
read  with  the  same  temper  I  nbw  endeavour  to  writl^;  ili 
pass  no  hasty  censure  before  he  has  seen  and  oohsiden 
the  reasons  that  are  offered  him.  If  they  be  iinsatisiactbt 
yet  still  I  can  say  I  meant  well,  and  hope  I  deserve  a  caild 
ingenuoug  censure. 

J.  B. 


A  SERMON 
ON  THE  TRINrXY. 


let  JOHN,  Chap.  v.  Vkr.  7. 

There  are  Three  thai  bear  record  in  Heaven^  the  Father, 
the  fVordy  and  the  Holy  Ghost:  and  these  Three  are 
One. 

Though  there  be  no  article  in  our  creed  more  necessary 
lobe  known  and  understood,  because  none  more  necessary 
to  be  believed,  than  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity :  yet  perhaps 
there  is  no  one  thing  in  the  whole  body  of  Divinity,  we 
are  generally  less  ashamed  to  own  ourselves  ignorant  of, 
tban  this  most  necessary  article  of  religion.  Most  men  are 
MO  possessed  with  a  sense  of  its  darkness  and  obscurity,  that 
they  avoid  all  enquiries  of  this  nature,  as  utterly  despairing 
of  ever  attaining  any  tolerable  notion  of  it.  But  I  wish,  this 
do  not  rather  reflect  upon  the  honour  of  our  religion,  as  if  it 
obliged  us  to  believe  something,  which  no  one  will  pretend 
to  give  a  rational  account  of:  if  so,  the  Oracles  of  God  are 
as  dark  and  unintelligible  as  the  Oracles  of  Apollo  ;  and  we 
must  verify  that  ancient  calumny,  so  often  objected  by  the 
Heathens  to  the  Primitive  Christians,  but  as  oft  with  scorn 
again  by  them  rejected :  '^  im  l^iraZty  aSXa  wlarsvaov,  km  v 
nvic  ffs  <T(J<T£i  <7c,"  as  Origen  give  it  in  the  words  of  Celsus, 
"  Never  enquire,  but  believe,  and  your  faith  will  save  yow." 
Certainly  faith  presupposes  a  competent  degree  of  know- 
ledge, and  knowledge  a  competent  idea  of  the  object  to  be 
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known :  else  a  man  may  be  saved  by  a  faith  of  words, 
without  sense^  and  a  confident  belief  of  he  knows  not  what, 
[This  I  presume  shews  us  the  necessity  of  having  some  tole- 
rable knowledge  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  though  we 
can  never  attain  to  a  full  comprehension  of  it.] 

And  yet  after  ally  it  must  be  confessed,  that  thisartide, 
according  to  some  authors^  explication  of  it,  is  one  of 
the  most  obscure,  unintelligible,  not  to  say  inconsisteat 
things  in  the  world,  and  were  this  obscurity  justly  chargea^ 
ble  upon  the  doctrine  itself,  it  were  perhaps  a  very  joat  and 
rational  prejudice  against  it :  it  were  enough  at  least  to  make 
us  despair  of  ever  giving  either  ourselves  or  others  any  Urfe- 
rable  satisfaction  concerning  it.  But  if  this  obscuri^  be 
wholly  owing  to  a  sect  of  men,  whose  business  was  to  inveal 
novelties,  and  make  new  additions  to  old  doctrines,  for  Grenef 
ral  Councils  afterwards  to  improve  into  Articles  of  Faith:  I 
say,  if  the  Schoolmen,  and  their  admirers  since,  who  only 
drain  their  fountains,  have  spoken  some  things  ODinteOi* 
gibly  of  this  doctrine,  and  utterly  inconsistent  with  thett* 
selves,  we  are  not  obliged  to  beUeve  or  follow  them  io  alt 
their  usurpations :  we  may  safely  leave  them  where  tbqr 
have  left  Antiquity,  and  seek  for  a  clearer  notion  from  better 
expositors:  and  these  certainly  were  the  Fathers,  who 
wrote  since  the  Council  of  Nice  against  the  heresy  of  Afiaa, 

It  is  manifest  to  any  one,  who  will  but  be  at  the  pains  to 
compare  the  doctrine  of  the  Fathers  and  Schoolmen  together, 
that  the  latter  have  made  a  very  great  deviation  in  this  par- 
ticular from  the  former,  and  have  advanced  several  propo- 
sitions quite  contradictory  to  the  Fathers,  whence  it  is 
wonder,  that,  mixing  truth  with  error,  they  have  spokea 
consistently  with  themselves  and  unintelligibly  to  ikm 
readers. 

Some  of  their  deviations  will  manifestly  appear  from  vfhat 
will  be  hereafter  said  :  at  present  I  shall  only  mention  one  re- 
lating to  the  notion  of  Three  Persons,  which  I  design  to  make 
the  main  subject  of  the  following  discourse.  It  is  agreed  both 
by  Fathers  and  Schoolmen,  that  the  notion  of  person  is  an  tn- 
dividual  substance  of  a  rational  or  intelligent  nature,  ratio- 
natur4B  individua  substantia  ;  according  to  the  defioi- 
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tioD  given  by  Boetius,  who  speaks  the  sense  of  the  Fathers 
and  18  not  rejected  by  the  Schoolmen.  It  is  agreed  further, 
at  least  in  expression,  that  there  are  Three  such  Persons  in 
the  Oodhead,  really  distinct  from  one  another :  thus  far  they 
are  agreed.  [And  one  might  reasonably  now  expect  to  hear, 
that,  according  to  this  notion  and  discourse,  they  should  both 
agree  further  in  asserting  three  individual  subtances  in  the 
Unity  of  the  Godhead.  This  is  certainly  the  natural  conse- 
quence of  allowing  three  persons,  whereof  every  one  is  an 
individual  substance.]  But  herein  they  differ. 

The  Fathers,  speaking  consistently  with  themselves,  and 
ag^eably  to  their  definition  of  the  term  Person,  say  that  in 
the  same  sense  that  there  are  three  persons,  and  every  one  of 
those  an  individual  substance,  in  that  sense  there  are  three 
distinct  substances  too,  that  is,  Three  Minds  or  Spirits  in  the 
Unity  of  the  Godhead.  Yet  in  another  sense  they  safely  say, 
without  a  contradiction,  that  there  is  but  one  undivided  sub- 
stance in  the  Godhead,  viz.  by  virtue  of  a  community  of  na- 
ture, and  inseparable  union  ;  as  well  as  three  individual  sub- 
stances by  virtue  of  their  real  distinction.  And  this  is  no 
absurdity  nor  inconceivable  thing:  for  three  substances 
may  be  actually  united  into  one,  and  yet  remain  distinct 
without  confusion.  Three  angels  or  spirits,  suppose  they 
were  united  into  one  being  (and  that  is  no  impossible 
supposition)  would  still  be  three  distinct  substances;  though 
in  another  sense  they  might  rationally  be  likewise  said  to 
be  one  individual  substance  [by  virtue  of  that  common 
angelic  nature  of  which  they  all  partake]  or  one  undivided 
being  by  virtue  of  their  actual  union.  In  like  manner,  the 
Fathers  tell  us, Three  Infinite  and  Eternal  Beings,  still  remain- 
ing distinct  without  confusion,  arc  in  a  more  exquisite  man- 
ner One  :  because  their  union  is  absolutely  natural,  necessa- 
ry and  eternal ;  they  are  as  necessarily  three  as  one,  and  as 
necessarily  one  [by  union]  as  three  [by  distinction,  without 
separation  or  division.]  And  this  notion  of  Unity  in  Trini- 
ty, given  us  by  Antiquity,  is,  I  conceive,  a  very  rational  and 
intelligible  account  of  the  Unity  of  the  Divine  Nature  in  a 
Trinity  of  Persons :  for  by  this  we  need  neither  confound 
the  persons  nor  divide  the  substance. 
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But  OD  the  other  hand,  the  SehoolraeOy  though  they  allovr 
a  person  to  be  an  individual  substance,  and  say  that  there 
are  three  such  persons  in  the  Godhead,  yet  they  coDimonly 
deny  three  individual  substances,  in  any  sense :  and  ajisert 
that  the  Divine  Nature  is  absolutely  a  single  substance  qt« 
terly  exclusive  of  three ;  as  the  nature  of  a  single  Angel  is  a 
simply  individual  substance :  which  is  a  manifest  deviation 
from  the  doctrine  of  the  Fathers,  and  is  in  effect  to  say,  t)]|it 
three  persons  are  but  one  person ;  which  without  a  great 
deal  of  subtlety  and  nice  unintelligible  distinctions,  .will 
hardly  be  freed  from  a  contradiction. 

Others  there  are,  who  have  still  refined  upon  the  School- 
men^s  notion  and  more  corrupted  the  genuine  sense  of  Anti 
quity,  by  introducing  new  and  foreign  senses  of  the  term 
person,  which  were  never  heard  of  in  the  Catholic  Chiirch 
before.  So  that  the  very  words  are  now  become  a  matter 
of  dispute  and  controversy,  and  almost  as  much  a  mystery 
as  the  very  mystery  they  were  designed  to  unfold. 

In  order  therefore  to  contribute  something  towards  the 
clearing  this  controversy,  I  shall  propose  these  four  things  to 
be  the  subject  of  this  and  another  discourse. 

1.  To  consider  the  notions  which  some  modem  authors 
have  given  of  the  term  person,  and  shew  how  unfit  it  is  in 
their  sense  to  explain  the  distinction  which  both  Scripture 
and  Antiquity  put  betwixt  Father,  Son  and  Holy  Ghost. 

2.  To  shew  that  the  Fathers  did  believe  the  Three  Persons 
to  be  three  distinct  individual  substances  in  one  sense,  as 
well  as  one  substance  in  another. 

3.  That  this  notion  is  most  agreeable  to  the  sense  of 
Scripture. 

4.  That  it  is  very  consistent  with  any  notion  the  Fathers 
had  of  the  Unity  of  the  Godhead. 

And  this  I  conceive  will  be  a  just  exposition  and  intelli- 
gible account  of  the  Apostle^s  words,  *'  There  are  three,  &c.^* 
but  at  present  I  can  only  dispatch  the  two  first. 

And  here  I  purposely  omit  all  disputes  concerning  the  ori- 
ginal and  authority  of  this  text,  as  no  way  relating  to  the 
business  in  hand:  since  no  one,  with  whom  we  are  at  pre- 
sent concerned,  can  pretend  to  raise  any  scruple  about  it. 
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And  tbe  learned  Dr.  Hammond  will  give  any  man  sufficient 
satisfaciion  concerning  it ;  who  shews  that  it  was  anciently 
read  in  the  copies  used  by  Cyprian  and  Tertullian^  which 
.waa  long  before  Arianism  was  ever  set  on  foot  in  the  world 
or  dreamed  of:  and  that  the  first  corrupters  of  the  text  were 
the  Ariaiis  themselves,  as  he  proves  from  the  testimonies  of 
St.  Ambrose  and  St.  Jerome,  who  charge  them  with  the 
erasing  of  it. 

I  omit  likewise  all  direct  proofs  of  the  Divinity  of  the  Son 
and  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  as  a  thing  presupposed  by  all  good 
Catholics,  and  no  ways  necessary  to  be  insisted  on  in  an  en- 
quiry of  this  nature,  which  takes  it  for  granted  that  they  are 
truly  divine,  and  upon  that  supposition  proceeds  to  en- 
quire*  whether  according  to  the  representation  made  us  in 
Scripture  and  Antiquity  it  can  be  rationally  conceived  and 
understood, that  there  are  Three  who  are  truly  distinct  from 
one  aQOther  and  yet  truly  One  without  a  contradiction  ;  that 
the  thing  b  possible  and  conceivable,  is  what  I  hope  dearly 
to  eyince. 

But  first  we  are  to  consider  the  notions  which  some 
modern  authors  give  of  the  term  person,  and  shew  how  un- 
fit it  is  in  their  sense  to  explain  the  distinction  of  the  Trinity. 

Some  Protestant  authors,  no  doubt  in  their  zeal  for  Chris- 
tianity^, thinking  to  confute  their  Socinian  adversaries  and 
force  them  to  own  three  Persons  in  the  Godhead,  have  for- 
saken the  ancient  ecclesiastical  notion  of  the  term  person, 
and  taken  up  with  the  antiquated  and  foreign  sense  of  it;  that 
I  mean  so  much  contended  for  by  Laurentius  Valla,^  in  the 
sixth  book  of  his  Elegancies  34th  Chapter,  as  the  only  true 
Latin  notion  of  it:  in  which  acceptation  it  signifies,  not  a 
substance  but  only  a  mode,  an  office,  an  habitude  or  quality; 
in  which  sense  one  and  the  same  man  (to  go  no  further  for 
an  instance)  may  sustain  no  less  than  an  hundred  or  a  thou- 
sand persons :  i.  e.  as  many  persons  as  there  are  different 
relations,  circumstances  or  capacities,  under  which  he  may 
either  act  or  be  conceived. 


•  Valla  Elegant.  1.  6.  c.  34. 
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Now  it  is  true,  this  is  one  very  proper  and  ancient  sigf* 
nification  of  the  word  person  in  the  Latin  tongue,  and  may 
very  well  be  allowed  in  criticism  ;  but  it  is  to  be  feared,  it 
will  not  so  well  answer  the  end  of  religion,  nor  give  us  that 
true  distinction  which  the  Scripture  seems  to  put  betwixt 
Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost.  For  according  to  this  hypo- 
thesis, the  Father  alone  may  sustain  three  persons  and  the 
Son  as  many,  and  the  Holy  Ghost  as  many :  and  so  instead 
of  a  Trinity  we  shall  have  an  endless  number  of  persona  iniil- 
tiplied  in  infinitum.  It  is  easy  to  conceiTe  one  single 
person  to  be  three  persons  in  this  sense,  which  if  we  allow, 
it  is  as  easy  to  tell  what  heresies  have  gained  their  point. 
This  opens  a  way  to  those  ancient  heresies  so  often  condecnn- 
ed  by  the  Primitive  Church  under  the  names  of  Praxeas, 
Noetus  Samosetenus  and  Sabellius :  and  this  is  not  to  Con- 
fute the  Socinian,  but  really  to  yield  up  the  cause  to  him, 
who  will  not  scruple  here  to  join  issue  with  us,  and  profess 
it  in  his  creed,  that  he  believes  three  persons  in  the  God- 
head, if  we  will  once  give  it  under  our  hands,  that  by  person 
we  mean  no  more  than  this.  [This,  if  I  mistake  not,  is  how- 
ever the  very  thing,  which  Sabellius  of  old  contended  for, 
and  made  the  first  article  of  his  creed :  i.  e.  taking  person 
to  signify  an  individual  or  particular  substance,  so  there  was 
but  one  single  person  in  the  Godhead  ;  but  rpta  irpSmyira, 
and  tres  persome,  let  Sabellius  have  the  interpretation  of 
them  himself  to  make  them  signify  only  office  or  mode  or  quali- 
ty, in  this  sense  they  were  his  own  terms ;  and  he  could  safely 
allow  three  persons  or  more  in  one  single  substance  vrithout 
any  detriment  to  his  own  hypothesis.]  And  this  I  think  is 
sufficient  reason  to  discard  this  notion  of  the  word  person 
from  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity :  because  if  closely  followed 
and  maintained,  it  must  bring  us  at  last  to  those  very  here- 
sies, which  wc  most  studiously  design  to  avoid. 

Another  disallowable  notion,  taken  from  some  of  the 
Schoolmen  and  not  much  unlike  the  former,  is,  that  the  Three 
Persons  are  only  one  single  substance  under  three  modes  of 
subsisting :  i.  e.  That  the  same  single  individual  JKvine 
substance  is  in  the  Father  as  quid  ingenitumy  in  the  Son  as 
quid  genitum,  in  the  Holy  Ghost  as  quid  procedens.     These 
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I  take  substance  in  the  strictest  sense  of  that  word,  as  it 
lifies  a  single  substance  utterly  exclusive  of  three  in  any 
le. 

at  then  this  hypothesis  is  only  words,  that  leave  us  more 
be  dark  than  we  were  before,  and  labours  under  very 
It  absurdities :  for  to  say  that  one  single  substance,  in 
r  sense  of  substance,  subsists  in  three  persons  by  three 
lea  of  subsisting,  is  what  no  man  dearly  understands. 
ides  that  it  makes  the  persons  only  three  modes  [at 
t  two  of  them  as  distinct  from  the  first  must  needs 
mere  modes],  and  not  tres  res  subsistentes ;  to  deny 
fAi  is  Sabellianism,  because  it  confounds  the  persons  into 
•  And  further  it  will  reduce  us  to  this  difficulty,  and 
H^e  us  to  say,  that  the  same  single  substance,  or  person, 
dHh  gentium  and  ingenitum^  both  Father  and  Son,  which 
Dot  be  freed  from  a  contradiction, 
know  indeed  this  hypothesis  is  usually  fothered  upon 
author  of  the  Ebcpositio  Fidei,  under  the  name  of  Justin 
iyr :  for  the  critics  are  agreed  that  that  treatise  is  none 
lis.  That  author  says,  that  the  three  persons  in  the  Tri- 
'do  not  difier  in  nature,  but  only  by  three  difierent  rpoiroi 
p^cflt^Cy  or  different  modes  of  subsisting  ^  hence  some  very 
Really  concluded,  that  person  and  rpoTroc  virapSc<«>C  were 
ooimous  terms ;  as  if  three  persons  were  merely  three 
tracts  and  not  three  things,  as  well  as  three  modes  of 
sisting,  whereas  that  author  gives  no  countenance  to  such 
ide  conclusion.  For  his  notion  is  quite  difierent,  but,  as 
explains  it,  very  rational  and  intelligible.  For  he  tells  us, 
he  explication  of  it,  that  Adam  and  those  that  came  of 
I  (suppose  Eve  and  Seth)  do  not  difier  in  nature,  but 
y  by  a  difierent  rpoirog  virap^Butg,  by  having  that  common 
ure  three  difierent  ways. 

.dam,  suppose,  had  his  existence  from  God  alone  by  imme- 
te  creation  out  of  dust ;  and  that  was  his  rpoiroc  virop^ccuc  • 
3  had  the  same  nature,  but  by  a  difierent  mode  of  existing, 
1  that  was  by  being  created  out  of  the  rib  of  man  :  and 
lb  had  the  very  same  nature,  but  by  a  difierent  way  from 
m  both,  viz.  by  being  begotten,  not  created  immediately 
God  as  they  were.  This,  though  I  have  somewhat  en- 
iroL.  VIII.  X 
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Uq^  aod  paraphrased  the  woids^  b  that  author's  notion 
Tfmrec  uvc^>&«i»c>  eommoa  to  him  with  many  others ;  whs 
a  man  might  as  well  conclude^  that  Adam  and  Eye  and  S 
were  three  mere  modes  of  the  same  siagle  sabslsnoe, 
that  the  three  Persons  in  the  Trinity  are  only  three  mo 
of  sabsAsting ;  for  he  says  the  same  of  both.*  It  is  pi 
therefore  that  author  meant,  by  nature,  common  nature^ 
which  several  individual  substances  might  partake  ;  and 
persons,  three  such  substances  partaking  of  that  ooom 
nature ;  and  by  rpoiroc  virap&ft»c»  the  different  ways  i 
three  such  beings  might  partake  of  one  common  nature: 
that  in  his  sense  he  might  rationally  say,  the  three  Dh 
Persons  (meaning  three  divine  individual  substances) 
not  differ  in  nature,  but  only  by  different  rpowoi  iwa^ 
by  partaking  of  that  one  common  nature  three  diflb 
ways :  the  Father's  rpowoQ  being  oycwiimV  or  existing  f 
none :  the  Son's  yiwfiaic,  as  receiving  his  Being  froni 
Father,  and  the  Holy  Ghost's  karopwrn^,  as  receiving  Bs 
from  both.  This  is  a  rational  and  intelligible  accoiuil 
three  persons  in  ooe  natnre,  and  agreeable  to  the  sensf 
all  the  primitive  Fathers ;  who  took  not  nature  f or  a  siii 
individual  substance,  but  for  a  common  nature  or  i 
stance,  thai  might  be  contained  without  division  in  m 
particular  individuals,  so  that  they,  who  fix  this  notion 
three  persons  being  merely  three  modes  of  subsisting  w 
out  three  substances  that  distinctly  subsist,  \ipou  this  anil 
do  saanifest  iigury  both  to  him  and  all  antiquity ;  as  I  ei 
now  more  particularly  to  prove,  by  proceeding  in  the 

8nd  place  to  shew,  that  the  Fathers  by  three  persons 
ways  understand  three  distinct  individual  substances  rei 
distinct  from  one  another,  though  at  the  same  tfma  tl 


*  Pievdo.  Jnst.  Ezpeiit.  Sd.  p.  S74.  *0c  yAp  6  ASdfi^  c^  tm  ykwvfm 
irpomtKAfUvoc,  role  il  ivrS  ytvyriBHun  gar  A  to  r^c  «Vuic  rdvriy  Uq  «h»« 
•w^iir«t,  ir^4hlc  \6jog  rh  cocy^v  r^  tfffiac  r»  Ilarpoc  -wpdc  rdy  YA 
r6  nyfivui  itavwam  iiA  rk  iykvy^rov  ivm^mrai^  h.  e.  At  Adan,  thoogi 
wm«  hliof elf  nobegotteo,  yet  partakes  of  the  Tery  same  nature  with  i 
that  are  begotten  of  him,  by  an  identity,  or  tametust  of  tmSstamee  ;  so 
«MMNMlf|r  %f  tuAfflMee,  whieh  is  betwixt  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghoi 
■at  ititn^dl  bp  tha  Vsthar'a  being  lubegottea. 
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ieve  them  to  be  one  substance  in  another  sense,  as  shall 
abewn  in  its  proper  place. 

But  because  this  doctrine  is  very  liable  to  be  mistaken,  I 
•t  here  briefly  premise  two  things,  in  order  to  state  and 
tie  a  little  more  clearly  the  true  notion  of  unity  and  dis* 
itioD. 

•t.  I  desire  it  may  be  observed,  that  by  three  distinct  sub* 
iMtti  the  Fathers  do  not  mean  three  of  a  different  nature, 
lonly  three  numerical  substances  agreeing  in  one  common 
lire,  which  unity  of  nature  is  sufficient  to  denonunate  any 
M  substances  one  nature,  tliough  not  one  individuid 
Bgf :  for  three  men  or  three  Angels  are,  in  their  sense, 
.  one  nature,  yet  not  one  undivided  being,  because  sepa* 
id  and  divided  from  each  other.  Therefore  it  must  be 
lerred  further, 

ludly.  That  by  three  distinct  substances  they  mean  not 
ee  actually  divided  or  separated  from  each  other;  bat 
ee,  who  by  virtue  of  their  infinity  must  be  oonceived  most 
Bpaiably  and  eternally  united  into  one,  yet  with  distinc** 
1  and  without  confusion. 

rhua  in  short  the  Fathers  reconciled  their  notion  of  a 
nity  with  the  Unity  of  the  Godhead,  making  the  three 
VODS  what  we  call  specifically  one  by  an  unity  of  nature, 
Inumerically  one  by  an  undivided  union:  so  that  according 
their  notion  something  more  is  required  than  a  bare  spe^ 
o unity  to  make  three  persons  one  being  [as  well  as  three;] 
I  that  is  actual  union  without  confusion :  which  is  the 
test  unity  three  persons  are  capable  of  without  being 
ifbunded  into  one. 

lome  other  notions  of  unity  will  be  considered,  and  those 
re  fully  explained  in  their  proper  place ;  bdt  thus  much 
s  necessary  to  be  premised  at  present  in  order  to  prevent 
»  heavy  charge  of  Tritheism,  which  some  have  so  li- 
tally,  but  most  unjustly,  bestowed  upon  this  hypothe- 
;  thereby  arraigning  all  antiquity  at  once  and  condemn- 
I  the  most  genuine  sense  of  all  the  best  and  primitive 
thers. 

The  proposition  now  to  be  shewn  I  could  make  good  with 
eat  variety  of  arguments :  but  they  will  not  come  within 

z  2 
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the  compass  of  a  sermon,  therefore  I  shall  content  myself 
barely  to  hint  a  few,  and  to  insist  upon  one  which  I  diink 
will  be  an  infallible  argument  against  the  Schoolmen. 

Arg.  1.  Now  then  first,  the  very  definition,  which  theta- 
cients  give  of  persona  and  hypostasis  does  fully  evince  tba 
thesis,  for  if  one  person  be  defined  rationalis  natura  tfutf* 
vidua  subsianiiaj  then  three  persons  must  be  ratianalkUf' 
iura  ires  individtue  substaniitB  ;  unless  the  Schoolmen  cib 
teach  us  to  distinguish  between  the  definition  and  the  thin; 
defined.  [It  is  true  the  schools  retain  this  very  definitioty 
as  well  as  the  term  persona  itself;  but  every  man  sees,  it  is  at* 
terly  inconsistent  with  their  hypothesis  of  an  absolutely  siogla 
substance,  and  therefore  whilst  the  Fathers  speak  sense  aad 
reason,  in  allowing  the  three  Persons  to  be  three  Substaocei 
in  one  sense  as  well  as  one  Substance  only  in  another,  the 
Schoolmen,  who  deny  them  to  be  three  real  Substances  in 
any  sense,  are  justly  charged  with  a  contradiction.] 

Arg.  2.  The  Fathers  expressly  say,  that  there  are  three 
Substances  in  the  Trinity,  taking  them  for  individual  Sah- 
stances  agreeing  in  one  common  nature :  and  they  tell  ni 
further,  that  to  say  there  is  but  one  absolutely  single  Sab- 
stance  in  that  sense,  is  heresy,  and  particularly  the  hereiy 
of  Sabellius.  [There  is  nothing  more  certain  than  that  tbe 
Greeks  by  hypostasis  always  mean  substance  and  not  meie 
modes  or  qualities:  sometimes  it  signifies  substance  or  nature 
in  general,  the  same  with  the  known  senses  of  ima  and  et- 
setdia ;  but  more  commonly  it  is  used  by  them  for  a  parti- 
cular substance  or  individual :  and  yet  in  this  sense,  it  ii 
well  known  they  always  said  there  were  three  hypostases 
against  Sabellius,  i.  e.  three  distinct  individual  substances 
of  the  same  common  nature.  In  compliance  with  whoDi 
the  Latins,  using  the  word  substantia  in  the  same  sense,  sty 
against  the  same  heretic  that  there  are  three  Substances  ii 
the  Trinity.  St.  Hilary  in  particular*  asserts  that  they  are  fff 
tubstaniiam  tria  ;  and  that  there  is,  propria  unius  cujU$^ 
que  substantia,]  and  upon  this  account  they  rejected  the 


*  Hilar,  de  Synod,  p.  987. 


THE  TRINITY.  309 

»rd8  fiovoidioc  and  ravroMrioc»  and  esen  dfiownoc  itself, 
lenever  it  was  abused  to  signify  a  particular  substance. 
Ajg.  3.  They  expressly  tell  us,  that  when  they  say  the 
ree  Divine  Persons  are  of  one  nature  and  one  substance, 
)y  then  take  substance  in  a  larger  sense,  for  nature  and 
Bence  in  general  which  never  subsists  but  in   particulars : 

that  by  the  three  Persons  being  ofioimoi,  they  only  mean 
It  they  are  not  mpowrioi,  of  a  different  nature  from  one 
oiker.  Thus  they  often  explain  themselves,  when  they 
itmguish  betwixt  stria  and  hypothesis,  as  betwixt  a  gene- 

and  particular  substance. 

And  all  this  is  pretty  fairly  owned  by  Estius  himself,*  who 
Is  us,  that  when  the  Arians  demanded  of  the  Orthodox 
lat  the  three  persons  were,  they  would  not  then  say  they 
>re  tree  Res,  or  tres  Entes,  or  tria  Entia^  for  fear  of 
sming  to  own  with  them  that  there  were  three  distinct 
sences  of  a  different  nature  and  unequal  to  one  another,but 
At  at  other  tim^s  they  made  no  scruple  to  assert  that  they 
we  ires  Res  and  tria  Entia.  Now  what  are  tres  Res  and  tria 
t#ia,  but  three  individual  substances,  unless  they  be  mere 
xles  and  accidents  '?  If  substances,  then  immaterial,  if  im- 
iterial,  then  rational  and  intelligent  Beings,  if  rational 
d  intelligent,  then  three  Minds  or  Spirits  ;  unless  there  be 
y  other  intelligent  substances  besides  minds  or  spirits. 
lis  deduction  is  clear  and  rational,  and  agreeable  to  the 
nse  of  all  antiquity  ;  who  in  their  discourses  of  the  Trinity 
ways  distinguish  betwixt  general  and  particular  substance  ; 

carefully  as  philosophers  do  betwixt  substantia  prima  et 
cunda  :  this  is  so  fully  demonstrated  by  Petavius,t  in  his 
h  Book  De  Trinitato,  cap.  7.  that  though  his  authorities 
»uld  not  prevail  upon  him  to  forsake  the  hypothesis  of 
e  schools,  [perhaps  for  reasons  best  known  to  himself,] 
it  they  cannot  but  convince  any  impartial  reader. 
Arg.  4.  The  Fathers  often  tell  418,  that  the  three  Persons 
e  united  into  one  Being  without  confusion,  which  is  a  very 
conceivable  thing  upon  the  hypothesis  of  one  single  sub- 
ance,  mind  or  spirit ;  for  whatever  things  are  properly  united 


•  E8ti.  Sent.  lib.  1.  dist.  26,  sect.  3.  t  Pelav.  De  Trin.  lib.  4.  c.  7. 
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iMMt  be  wbslaiicet  really  dwtinci  from  oneeaotiier:  te 
there  is  one  proper  aiii<»i  of  one  siogie  substance  widi  itasIC 
Yet  the  Ancients  looked  upon  this  to  be  so  proper  an  nnioBt 
that  they  made  use  of  it  as  a  known  instance  to  prove  iisit 
the  two  natures  in  Christ,  his  Divinity  and  humanity,  ssal 
and  body,  were  united  without  confusion :  which  would  hail 
been  a  very  impertinent  instance,  had  they  believed  ihi 
three  persons  to  be  only  one  single  substance.  Nay,  k 
would  have  proved  the  quite  contrary  to  what  theydnaigasj 
and  the  heretics  might  have  retorted  it  upon  them  and  han 
said,  that  as  the  three  Persons  in  the  Trinity  were  butOM 
single  Substance,  so  the  two  natures  in  Chriei  were  bol 
one  single  nature  after  union. 

But  I  pass  over  these  and  the  like  arguments  to  insbt 
wpon  one,  which  1  conceive  is  an  invincible  argument  (at 
least  ad  kominem)  against  the  Schoolmen.  The  Fathsw 
oonstantly  assert,  that  the  substance  of  die  Son  is  begoltsa 
of  the  substance  of  the  Father :  but  now  the  SchoohMn 
themselves  tell  us,  that  the  consequence  of  this  9mmh 
tion  is,  that  the  Father  and  Son  are  two  distinct  substanoa^ 
nomericaily  distinct  from  one  another,  whence  we  may  Csoa 
this  regular  syllogism. 

Arg.  5.  They  who  assert  that  the  8«]d>stance  or  being  af 
the  Son  is  begotten  of  the  substance  of  the  Father  da 
thereby  assert  that  the  P^sons  in  the  Trinity  are  three  dis- 
tinct individual  substances. 

But  the  generality  of  the  Fathers  do  assert  that  the  aab- 
atanoe  of  the  Son  is  begotten  of  the  substance  of  the 
Father;  therefore  they  believed  the  three  Persooa  to  be 
three  individual  substances  in  the  sense  so  oden  eapiained 

The  first  proposition  of  this  syllogism  is  allowed  ua  by 
Bellarmin,  Estius,  and  generally  all  the  Schoolmen,  who 
are  agreed  in  this,  that  the  consequence  of,  Esseniia  m  Di- 
vinis  ffenerai  es9eniiam,  ipust  be,  that  there  are  distinct  indi-* 
vidual  essences  or  substances  in  die  Trinity.    Estius's  word0 
are  these,  *^  Si  esseniia  esseniiam  gigneret,  faiendum 
in  Deo  esse  plures  numero  essentiasJ^*  And  Bellamun  to 


•  Esti.  in  SetH.  Hb.  ii.  dUU  S.  sect.  9.  p.  95, 
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UBe  purpose,  *'  8i  esseniia  jfignH  ef  gigniiwr  ;  ergo  dmm 
mmi  esMmdim ;  nee  enim  inteUigi  poieet  unum  ei  idem  a 
«i|MO  produei ;  i.  e.  If  essence  begets  or  is  begotien,  ikem 
kmr§  must  be  two  nufMrical  essences  ;  else  this  great  abswh- 
Uijf  will  follow^  that  one  and  the  same  thing  must  be  pro^ 
Use§d  by  itself y*  [I  do  not  now  stand  to  take  notice,  that  tbia 
froat  absurdity  does  certainly  fell  upon  the  Schoolmen  by 
bDyiog  the  distinct  substances  of  the  persons,  whilst  they 
Itow  diat  the  person  of  the  Son  is  begotten  of  the  person  of 
ha  Father,  but  not  his  essence  of  his  essence ;  which  distino* 
ioD  of  a  person  from  his  own  proper  peculiar  essence  is  an  idry 
ntion,  diat  might  sufficiently  be  exposed ;  but  I  only  obserre 
that  ia  to  oar  present  purpose,  tik.  that  it  is  confessed  by  all 
ka  aohoola,  that  substance  generating  substance  does  imply 
■aierically  distinct  substances.]  And  here  Calvin  likewise 
hHs  in  wiUi  the*  schools ;  for  in  his  Adraonitio  ad  Fratrea 
PUoDos  contra  Blandratam,t  amongst  his  Theological  Traeta 
ha  makes  use  of  the  same  principle  to  prove  hie  own  hetero- 
In  DOtion  of  the  Son's  being  avro9coCf  Ood  of  himself  and 
sol  of  the  Father:  ^*  if,"  says  he,  **  the  Father  has  his  essence 
lirom  himself,  and  the  Son  his  essence  from  the  Father,  and 
the  Holy  Ghost  from  both,  then  there  are  three  essences  :^* 
be  means  three  individual  substances  or  essences  only  nu- 
neriealiy  distinct  from  one  another ;  which  be,  as  well  as 
tke  Schoolmen,  thinks  absurd,  but  however  they  all  agree  in 
this,  that  it  is  the  natural  consequence  of  asserting  that  the 
Uvine  substance  of  the  Son  is  begotten  of  the  substance  of 
the  Father. 

Therefore  if  the  second  proposition  of  the  syllogism  can 
be  made  good,  that  the  Fathers  do  generally  assert,  that  the 
cisenee  of  the  Son  is  begotten  of  the  essence  of  the  Father, 
it  will  infallibly  follow,  at  least  upon  the  Schoolmen*s  prin- 
ciples, that  they  likewise  believed  the  three  persons  to  be 
three  individual  substances  or  essences  numerically  distinct 
fiom  one  another,  notwithstanding  their  belief  of  the  indi- 
^ble  unity  of  the  Godhead.    Now  that  they  have  asserted 


*  Bellar.  De  Christ,  lib.  ii.  c.  7.    Tom.  1.  contr.  sect,  at  profccto. 
t  CmWii.  AdmoB.  ad  Frat.  Polon. 
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this  in  plain  tenns,  may  be  fully  evidenced  from  their  ow 
words :  a  few  of  which  I  shall  therefore  beg  leave  to  pre 

duee. 

Gregory  Nazianzen,  the  famous  Bishop  of  Constantinoph 
was  never  suspected  for  favouring  Arianism^  or  Tritbeism,  c 
any  other  heresy :  and  yet  he  expressly  asserts,  that  the  Fi 
ther  is  the  author  and  cause  of  the  Deity  that  is  in  the  Sa 
and  in  the  Holy  Ghost :  his  words  are,  ^^  ^^Pxi  *^  ontoc  Wj 
Oconiroc  riic  iv  vi^  km  wvhtfmTi  dtiapsfuvrig  y^*  where  by  tk 
Deity  of  the  Son  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  he  cannot  without  grei 
violence  be  understood  to  mean  any  thing  else  but  the  pea 
liar  numerical  substances  of  the  Son  and  Holy  Ghost,  i 
distinct  from  that  of  the  Father,  which  was  the  etemi 
cause  of  them  both.  So  that  the  Schoolmen  themsefaN 
being  judges,  Gregory  Nazianzen  must  be  one  of  those  wl 
assert  three  numerical  substances  in  the  Trinity,  agreeing 
one  common  nature.  ^ 

Next  to  Nazianzen  I  shall  produce  the  testimony  of  wm 
ther  patriarch,  the  famous  Cyril  of  Alexandria.  He,  in  h 
first  dialogue  De  Trinitate  calls  the  Son,  ^^  Trigappnrsfiam 
KupfwoQy^  the  fruit  or  natural  offspring  of  the  Father's  im 
fable  nature.f  [Here  it  is  plain  he  evidently  distingoisli 
betwixt  the  particular  nature  of  the  Father  and  the  Data 
common  to  the  whole  Trinity :  and  asserts  that  the  Son 
the  offspring  of  the  Father's  nature ;  but  not  of  the  nata 
of  the  whole  Trinity ;  fd^  then  he  must  have  been  the  can 
of  Himself  and  the  Son  of  Himself,  which  would  be  abaa 
and  contradictious.] 

The  same  he  asserts  more  plainly  in  his  excellent  bo< 
against  the  Arians,  called  his  Thesaurus ;  where  aiBOOg 
many  other  things  he  has  this  remarkable  exprenk 
**  *Exp5v  ttSlvflu  KOI  Tijv  yiwii<maav  i^vaiv  Koi  nyv  ytwtfidm 
i^mrrik,  i.  e,  we  must  both  know  the  nature  ihiU  begets  m 
the  nature  that  is  begotten  of  that,'^X  which  is  the  din 
contradictory  to  that  assertion  of  the  schools,  Essentia  n 
generat  essentiam  nee  gignitur.    Hence  therefore  I  likewj 


•  Ni».  OrmU  99.  p.  400.  EdiL  Paris.  f  Cyril.  Alex.  Dial. 
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tondode,  that  Cyril  of  Alexandria  was  one  of  those,  who 
allow  three  particular  substances  in  the  Trinity  united  in  one 
common  nature. 

To  these  I  shall  add  a  Latin  Father  or  two,  and  first,  Hi- 
lary Bishop  of  Poictiers,  the  famous  Gallican  defender  of 
the  Catholic  faith  against  the  Arian  heresy.  [There  is  no- 
thing more  common  with  him,  than  to  speak  of  naiura  ge^ 
mrana  and  natura  genita,  meaning  the  particular  natures  or 
substances  of  the  Father  and  the  Son,  as  they  are  numerical- 
ly distinguished  from  one  another.  Thus  in  his  Book  de 
Synodis,*  against  the  Arians,  he  lays  down  this  assertion, 
^  Subsistefis  Ftlius  per  naturam  in  se  genitam  consistit, 
At  San  subsists  by  the  nature  that  is  begotten  in  himy 
What  is  this  less  than  to  say  that  the  particular  substance 
of  the  Son  is  begotten,  and  that  the  particular  substance  of 
the  Father  begat  the  particular  substance  of  the  Son  ? 
which  implies  two  distinct  individual  substances,  and  is 
utterly  irreconcilable  with  the  opinion  of  the  Schoolmen. 
To  the  same  purpose  he  says  again,t  ^'  Omnis  nativitas, 
fUNiunque  est,  in  naturam  suam  ex  naturd  gignente  consist 
iiig  every  thing  that  is  begotten,  whatsoever  it  be,  has  its  na^ 
turefrom  the  nature  that  begets  it:  which  does  certainly 
•oppose  that  one  single  nature  or  substance  begets  another, 
though  the  Schoolmen's  hypothesis  will  not  allow  it.  But 
farther] 

He,  particularly  speaking  of  the  Son  of  God,  says,  "  Ex 
naturd  generante  naturam  sumpsit  genita  natura,  the  na^ 
Ure  of  the  Son  begotten  had  that  essence  from  the  nature  of 
the  Father  of  which  he  was  begotten:  which  whoever  will 
pretend  to  reconcile  with  the  opinion  of  the  Schools  may 
believe  anything  in  the  world,  and  need  never  stand  at  any 
tort  of  contradictions. 

I  could  demonstrate  this  to  have  been  the  constant  judg- 
ment of  St.  Hilary  from  many  other  passages  both  out  of 
this  and  others  of  his  writings:  but  these  are  so  clear  and 
evident,  that  it  would  be  impertinent  to  add  any  more  to 
prove  this  to  have  been  the  opinion  of  so  famed  an  author. 

•  Hilar.  De  Synod,  p.  2S2.  Ed.  Basil.  1670.  f  Id  .  Ibid.  p.  828. 
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I  proceed  to  other  writers  of  the  same  centary,  but 
brevity^s  sake  I  shall  only  name  two  more. 

The  first  is  Falgentius,  who^  in  hb  Book  de  Fide  ad 
tram,  speakiog  of  the  Sod,  says,  ''  we  mast  belioTe  Hi 
to  be  the  true  Grod,  as  not  to  doabt  bat  that  his  Divi 
was  begotten  of  the  nature  of  the  Father.*  His  words 
**  Sic  Deum  vemm  credoy  ut  Diviniiaiem  ejus  de  naiwrd 
iris  natam  esse  non  duhitesJ*^  Now  what  the  Divinity  d 
Son  of  God  (that  was  begt)tten)  is,  but  his  own  propel 
caliar  substance,  as  distinct  from  that  of  the  Father,  wl 
is  unbegotten,  I  think  will  not  be  very  easily  explaine 
understood.  [Men  may  tell  us  that  by  nature  and  Drvi 
begotten  is  only  meant  person;  so  far  they  are  righ 
by  person  they  mean  an  individual  substance  proper 
peculiar  to  such  a  person ;  that  is  the  thing  here  contei 
for,  that  person,  and  the  individual  substance  of  that  pe 
are  only  two  synonimous  names  for  one  and  the  same  tb 
whence  it  must  follow,  that  if  there  be  two  or  three  pen 
there  must  be  as  many  individual  substances  peculiar  to  tl 
persons,  or  else  some  of  the  persons  must  want  that  w 
should  constitute  itself:  but  if  by  person  they  only  n 
mode,  and  so  make  both  the  ENvinity  of  the  Son  a  mode 
that  which  was  begotten  a  mode  too,  without  any  subsl) 
or  essence  begotten  with  it ;  here  I  must  beg  leave  to 
sent  and  think  the  Fathers  were  of  another  opinion.  If 
man's  faith  be  so  strong,  as  to  believe  that  the  Divinitj 
gt>tten  is  a  mode,  and  not  a  substance  begotten  too ; 
his  head  be  so  acute  and  subtle  as  to  distinguish  that  1 
Sabellianism,  he  may  enjoy  his  opinion  for  me;  1  shall  d 
pretend  to  go  about  to  convince  him  to  the  contrary.  OtI 
I  hope,  who  are  not  wedded  to  an  opinion,  will  judge  o1 
doctrine  of  the  Fathers  with  more  candour  and  a  Ghru 
liberty.] 

The  other  testimony  and  the  laisi  I  shall  produce,  is 
of  the  author  of  the  second  homily  In  Diversos  Scrip 
Locos,  under  the  name  of  Origen  (printed  amongst  his  w 


*  Fulgent.  De  Fide.  c.  9. 
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though  k  it  none  of  hit,  but  a  Latin  Author's,  who  wrote 
against  the  Arian  heresy.)  That  author  expressly  asserts, 
Ami  the  proper  substance  of  the  Son  is  begotten  of  the 
proper  substance  of  the  Father;  CorPairisest  sua  prih' 
fffia  smbsianiia,  de  qui  geniia  est  Filii  propria  sttft- 
stmUia,^  Here  it  is  plain  [he  speaks  of  two  distinct  sub- 
ttanceif  the  one  begotten  the  other  unbegotten,yet]he  does 
BOi  mean  that  they  were  two  substances  of  a  different  na- 
ture, or  that  there  was  upon  this  accountany  inequality  betwixt 
them ;  but  only  that  they  are  two  distinct  numerical  sub- 
stances ;  whereof  the  one  is  the  natural  and  eternal  cause  of 
the  other :  as  he  brings  in  our  Saviour  Himself,  asserting 
there  in  the  words  immediately  following,  **  Ejus  substan' 
Ha  esi  causa  Mem  suhstantitey  This  I  can  safely  say  is 
agreeable  to  the  sense  of  all  antiquity. 

One  amongst  the  Schoolmen  themselves,  and  no  incon- 
sidenible  author,  is  of  the  same  opinion,  I  mean  Richardue 
de  St.  Victore,  in  bis  6th  book  de  Trinitate,  cap.  22.  where 
he  lays  down  this  assertion :  ** Absque  dubio  substantia  Filii 
esi  geniia,  substantia  Patris  ingenita:  nee  ingenita  sub^ 
sianiiq  est  gentta,  nee  genita  ingenita.''''^  And  there  he 
severely  reflects  upon  some  of  bis  brethren  for  innovating  in 
this  particular,  and  forsaking  the  Catholic  doctrine  of  all  the 
Primitive  Fathers,  and  further  boldly  challenges  them  to 
produce  but  any  one  single  passage  of  any  one  author  before 
their  own  time,  that  ever  denied  that  the  substance  of  the 
Son  was  begotten  of  the  substance  of  the  Father.  ''  Affe^ 
rani^'*  says  he,  *'  sipossunf^  autoritatem^  nondicamplures, 
sed  saltern  unam^  quae  neget  substantiam  gignere  substan- 
Ham:' 

This  was  a  bold  challenge,  but  no  one  of  the  Schoolmen 
was  ever  so  bold  as  to  give  it  a  satisfactory  answer,  and  it  is  no 
wonder  they  should  not:  since  perhaps,  until  Peter  Lombard, 
the  Father  of  the  Schoolmen,  first  innovated  in  this  parti- 
cular, and  was  defended  in  it  by  the  Council  of  Lateran,J 
(that  very  Council  which  established  transubstantiation  and 
many  other  heterodox  points  in  religion)  I  say,  perhaps  till  that 

•  Origen.  Horn.  2.  In  Diferaos.  p.  429.  f  Richard.  De  8. 

Vhl.  de  Trin.  1.  6.  c.  22.  %  <'oncil.  Lat.  Sub.  Innoc.  3d.  rap.  2. 
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time  no  one  author  can  be  produced  that  ever  denied,  that  tba 
substance  of  the  Son  was  begotten  of  the  substance  of  tkt 
Father.  [The  Ancients  indeed  often  tell  us,  that  the  Divine  Mr 
ture  or  substance  in  general^  absolutely  considered  withoit 
regard  to  its  subsisting  in  this  or  that  particular  Person^isiifi 
ther  begotten  nor  unbegotten :  for  then  all  the  Persons  liwt 
be  either  begotten,  which,  besides  other  absurdities  atten<fi«f 
it^  would  destroy  the  Trinity  of  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Gboit| 
or  else  they  must  be  all  unbegotten,  and  that  would  introdMS 
Tritheism,  or  Tria  Ingenita^  which  is  three  Gods :  for  dui 
reason  I  say,  the  Fathers  always  peremptorily  deny^  that 
the  Divine  nature  in  general  is  either  wholly  unbegotten 41 
wholly  begotten  :  but  their  doctrine  is,  that  it  is  capable  ef 
both.  Upon  which  account  it  is  that  the  proper  substance  a( 
the  Father  is  unbegotten,  because  He  is  the  Father  aa4 
never  the  Son;  the  proper  substance  of  the  Son  is  be- 
gotten, and  cannot  be  said  to  be  unbegotten ;  for  tbss 
He  would  not  be  a  Son:  and  the  proper  substance  ^ 
the  Holy  Ghost  neither  strictly  unbegotten  as  the  Fathtf 
is,  nor  begotten  as  the  Son  is,  but  in  a  way  (as  iuh 
known  to  us  ^as  the  generation  of  the  Son)  peculiar  td 
Himself,  proceeding  from  Both.  And  according  io  thb 
explication  I  do  assert,  and  challenge  any  one  whoo;^ 
soever  to  disprove  it,  that  the  Fathers  in  general  do  maie* 
tain  that  the  Divine  substance  of  the  Son  is  begotten  of  ths 
substance  of  the  Father :  and  consequently,  according  toths 
Schoolmen's  own  concession, they  must  believe  Them  to  b« 
two  single  or  numerical  substances,  really  distinct  (but  not 
divided  or  separated)  from  each  other.] 

At  present,  if  any  one  questions  whether  I  have  fiurly  re- 
presented the  difference  betwixt  the  Fathers  and  SchooLmeD 
in  this  particular,  or  requires  greater  satisfaction  upon  the 
point,  he  may  please  to  consult  a  very  competent  judge  io 
this  case,  who  perhaps  will  fully  answer  all  his  scruples.  I 
mean  the  learned  Dr.  Bull,  in  his  most  incomparable  and 
immortal  work,  his  Defensio  Fidei  Nicasnae  against  tb^ 
Arians,*  in  the  4th  section  of  which  book,  cap.  1.  he  under* 
takes  to  prove  both  against  Calvin,  Petavius  and  all  the 
Schoolmen,  that  the  Divinity,  nature  and  essence,  and  tb^ 

•  Bull,  Defensio  Fidei  Nicsn. 
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Uum  eue  of  the  Son  of  Ood  was  always  believed  by  anti- 
jaity  to  be  the  natural  and  eternal  Offspring  of  the  Father*! 
lature.  [And  indeed  the  very  reason  of  the  thing  itself  will 
fill  a  man,  that  it  is  absurd  to  talk,  as  the  Schoolmen  do,  of 

peraon^s  being  begotten,  but  not  his  essence  or  substance 
figotten  with  him :  for  that  makes  the  formal  notion  of  the 
erson  of  the  Sou  to  be  a  mere  rpoiroc  v^ci/o^ccucy  which  with 
U  the  subtlety  in  the  world  will  never  be  freed  from  Sa- 
aUianism.] 

So  that  this  argument  [to  sura  up  the  minutes  of  it]  both 
I  itself  and  ad  hominemy  has  almost  the  strength  of  a  de- 
NMistration,  for  if  what  the  Schoolmen  say,  be  true,  that 
'herever  there  is  substantia  genita  et  ingenita  there  must 
e  two  distinct  numerical  substances ;  then  it  will  infallibly 
MoWy  that  the  Fathers,  by  asserting  that  the  substance  of 
le  Son  was  begotten  of  the  substance  of  the  Father,  do 
hereby  assert,  that  They  are  two  distinct  numerical  sub- 
tamces,  and  consequently  that  they  believed  the  three  Per- 
ODsin  the  Trinity  to  be  three  distinct  individual  substances, 
fOt  only  notionally,  or  modelly,  but  really  distinct  from  one 
aother,  which  was  the  proposition  to  be  shewn. 

When  I  can  see  this  argument  fairly  answered  by  any  of 
he  Schoolmen,  I  shall  then  begin  to  have  a  more  favourable 
tpioion  of  them :  but  till  that  be  done,  I  must  beg  leave  to 
bink,  that  they  have  in  this  particular,  as  well  as  in  many 
ilfaers,  manifestly  prevaricated  and  deviated  from  the  doc- 
rine  of  the  Fathers. 

The  Fathers  could  rationally  say,  that  the  substance  of  the 
^'ather  was  unbegotten  and  yet  the  substance  of  the  Son 
legotten ;  because  this  was  agreeable  to  their  hypothesis, 
rho  believed  them  to  be  two  distinct  numerical  substances 
igreeiog  in  one  common  nature.  But  the  Schoolmen,  who 
ttd  advanced  the  hypothesis  of  one  absolutely  single  sub- 
tance  utterly  exclusive  of  three  [substances  in  any  sense] 
lould  not  say  so  without  a  contradiction.  And  therefore  as 
hey  had  forsaken  the  Fathers,  first  in  saying  there  was  but 
oe  single  substance  in  the  Godhead,  taking  substance  in 
mother  sense  than  the  Fathers  did  ;  so  they  were  forced  to 
orsake  them  a  second  time  and  say  that  that  substance  did 
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Beither  beget  nor  wae  begoUen,  for  fear  of  involnDg^ 
selves  in  a  manifest  contradiction.  For  to  say,  that  the 
single  substance  is  both  begotten  and  anbegotten^  is  itt  M 
-  opinion  of  the  Schoolmen  themselves^  as  weH  as  all  mankiil^ 
a  downright  contradiction.  And  then  upon  that  sup] 
we  have  an  infallible  proof,  that  unless  the  Ancients  S] 
most  apparent  absurdities  and  contradictions,  simse 
have  spoken  of  a  substance  begotten,  and  a  substance  m 
gotten,  and  a  substance  proceeding,  they  could  not 
one  single  substance  utterly  exclusive  of  three,  but 
individual  substances  agreeing  in  one  common  nature, 
consequence  of  all  which  is,  that  the  Fathers  had  m 
notion  about  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  fairly  reconeil 
to  our  reason  ;  whilst  the  Schoolmen  inventing  new 
and  fixing  them  upon  some  old  terms  (still  retained  but 
ly  mistaken,)  have  involved  themselves  in  inextricable 
culties  and  contradictions.] 

Having  thus  shewn  iu  the  second  place,  in  what 
the  Ancients  did  believe  the  Father,  Son  and  Holy  OImsI^' 
be  three,  I  should  now  proceed  to  shew  their  notion  agrati'^' 
ble  to  Scripture  and  consistent  with  any  notion  they  bad  1^ 
the  unity  of  the  Godhead.     But  the  time  not  allownig'/l, 
shall  only  obviate  again  the  charge  of  Tritheism,  by  sh< 
briefly  what  was  their  notion  of  Tritheism,  and  in  what 
they  did  not  believe  them  to  be  three,  and  so  conclude. 

Now  Tritheism  or  three  Gods  in  the  sense  of  Antimaik; 
for  what  I  have  been  able  to  observe,  always  implies  onsf 
these  five  things.    1st.  Either  three  Beings  of  a  differant  Di-  ^' 
ture  and  unequal  to  one  another ;  which  was  the  befwj  of 
Arius,who  made  Deus  maximiM,  minor,  el  mtnifn«s.*orabe 
2dly,  three  Beings  actually  separated  or  divided  froaeMli 
other:  for  all  rctual  separation  is  utterly  inconsistent  wA 
union  ;  which  yet  is  absolutely  necessary  to  the  Unity  of  thi 
Godhead:  therefore  three  Beings  actually  divided  or  eepaittfi^ 
ted  from  each  other,  as  three  men  or  three  Angels  are> 
they  were  of  the  same  nature,  yet  could  not  be  said  to  be 
undivided  Being,  much  less  one  God:  ddly,  when  tbtH^ 
Beings  are  supposed  to  be,  as  it  were  three  parts  of 
whole,  having  Divine  perfections  amongst  them,  but 
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of  them  or  not  all  of  them  possessed  of  all :  this  was  the  l^ly* 
theiam  of  some  of  the  GeDtiies,  who  [as  Nazianzen  in  one  of 
his  orations  observes]  divided  the  government  of  the  world 
iolo  a  Triarchy,  assigcning  Jupiter,  Neptune,  and  Pluto  their 
distinct  limits  of  nature  as  well  as  jurisdiction :  4thlyy  when 
dirae  infinite  Being's  are  supposed  to  exist  equally  absolute 
and  independent  of  each  other,  without  any  natural  order  or 
subordination  to  One  Firpt^as  the  first  fountain  and  original 
of  the  Deity :  this  is  the  heresy  of  Autotheanism,  commonly 
diarged  upon  Cahin,  whether  justly  or  unjustly  I  shall  not 
DOW  undertake  to  determine ;  but  only  say  that  three  avapxpt^ 
or  avrofco),  as  the  Fathers  word  it,  «.  e.  three  co-ordinate 
Boinga,  whereof  one  is  not  the  necessary  and  eternal  cause 
of  the  other  two,  are  in  the  sense  of  Antiquity  three  Gods : 
fiihiy  and  lastly,  when  three  Beings,  for  want  of  such  a  sub- 
ordioatoD  to  One  First  are  supposed  to  be  three  different 
Creators  or  three  different  Providences  clashing  and  interfe- 
ring with  one  another ;  which  was  the  heresy  of  the  Marcio* 
nilesand  Hanicheesand  other  such  like  heretics,  who  set  up 
eontrary  principles,  a  good  and  a  bad  one,  thwarting  and 
opposing  one  another. 

These  five  things  the  Fathers  commonly  charge  with  Poly- 
theism: but  none  of  them  are  applicable  to  their  notion  of  the 
Trinity,  For  though  the  three  Persons  in  their  sense  be  three 
distinet  numerical  substances  yet  they  are  neither,  1  st,  three 
B«nge  of  a  different  nature  as  Arius  meant,  nor  2dly,  three 
Beings  actually  divided  or  separated  from  each  other,  as  three 
men  or  three  Angels  are,  but  most  inMeparably  and  eternally 
(yet  without  confusion)  united  into  One;  which  union  of  sul>- 
stances  is  so  necessary  in  infinite  Beings,  that  we  cannot  pos- 
sibly conceive  them  otherwise  than  as  actually  and  eternally 
united  into  One:  nor,3dly,  are  they  three  parts  of  one  whole, 
diaring  Divine  perfections  amongst  them,  but  every  one  is 
equally  possessed  of  all:  [and  this  naturally  follows  from 
their  being  equal  in  nature,  and  so  fSeillR  in  with  the  first  sort 
of  Unity]  nor,4thly,are  they  three  Beings  that  have  Divine 
nature  independently,  every  one  from  himself:  but  the  Father 
alone  has  his  Being  from  Himself,  the  Son  from  the  Father, 
and  the  Holy  Ghost  from  Both :  for  though  they  all  have  a 
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Divine  nature,  that  is  a  necessary  existence  (for  necesaary 
existence  is  the  properest  notion  we  can  frame  of  a  Divinn 
nature^  yet  they  have  that  necessary  existence  three  diffe- 
rent ways:  the  Father  necessarily  exists,  but  of  Himself 
alone ;  the  Son  necessarily  exists  but  from  the  Father :  the 
Holy  Ghost  necessarily  exists  too»  but  from  the  Father  and 
the  Son.  So  that  the  Son  and  the  Holy  Ghost  are  not  fxo* 
perly  without  original  though  necessarily  existing  from  all 
eternity ;  but  are  as  necessary  and  eternal  emanations  of  a 
necessary  and  eternal  Cause,  which  cannot  but  produce  two 
such  Beings  of  the  same  nature  with  Himself;  by  a  natural 
and  eternal  necessity  of  acting :  and  this  way  of  existing  is 
what  distinguishes  the  Son  and  the  Holy  Ghost  both  from 
the  Father  and  the  creatures,  and  at  once  preserves  the  Unity 
of  the  Godhead.  Fifthly  and  lastly,  by  virtue  of  this  original 
and  natural  subordination  of  the  Son  and  Holy  Ghost  to.tbe 
Father,  they  are  not  three  opposite  principles  or  three  Provi- 
dences clashing  and  interfering  with  one  another,  but  ooe 
harmonious  Providence  and  one  undivided  principle  of  all 
other  things :  for  it  is  impossible  to  conceive  three  infinite 
Beings  under  the  economy  of  Father,  Son  and  Holy  Ghost, 
without  conceiving  Them  at  the  same  time  united  in  an  eter- 
nal harmony  and  concord. 

[So  that  in  effect  he  that  says  but  these  two  things,  1st, 
That  the  Son  and  Holy  Ghost  are  equal  to  the  Father  in 
in6nity  of  nature  and  all  Divine  perfections,  and,  2dly,  that 
They  have  this  equality,  not  unoriginate  from  themselves, 
but  necessarily  and  eternally  from  the  Father,  so  as  to  make 
the  Father  alone  the  only  principle  and  fountain  of  the  Deity, 
such  an  one,  if  he  does  not  contradict  himself,  believes  all 
that  the  Ancients  thought  necessary  to  establish  the  Unity 
of  the  Deity :  for  1st,  he  who  says  They  are  all  infinite  and 
equal  in  nature,  says  virtually  and  by  consequence  that 
they  are  neither  parts  nor  divided  from  each  other:  for  these 
would  be  absurd  conceptions  of  infinite  Beings  to  suppose 
them  either  parts  or  separated  from  one  another :  then  agab 
2dly,  he  who  says  They  are  subordinate  in  their  existence, 
says  likewise  that  They  are  of  one  will  and  operation  ;  since 
it  would  be  absurd  to  conceive  the  Son  and  Holy  Ghost  of 
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a  'Jiffereniwill  or  operation  ftom  the  Father,  to  whom  they 

"are  Kubordinate,  and  from  whom  they  derive  their  nature 

*and  power  of  acting :  and  to  one  of  these  heads  every  thing 

the  Fathers  have  said  of  the  Unity  of  the  Trinity  may  very 

'fairly  be  reduced.] 

So  that  upon  the  whole,  they  who  believe  three  infinite 
Beings  [i.  e.  persons  or  individual  substances]  numerically 
distinct  from  one  another,  but  under  these  several  limitations 
[L  e.  neither  of  a  different  nature,  nor  divided  from  one  ano- 
ther,  Dor  united  as  parts  that  make  up  a  whole,  nor  collateral 
and  co-ordinate,  nor  of  a  different  will  and  operation,  but  on 
the  contrary  one  by  unity  of  nature,  one  by  mutual  tnpi\fip7r 
miQf  immeation  or  perfect  union  and  conjunction,  one  by 
anity  of  principle  or  subordination,  and  one  by  unity  of  will 
and  action,]  they  cannot  in  the  sense  of  Antiquity  be  justly 
charged  with  Tritheism  nor  be  said  to  believe  any  more  than 
one  God. 

And  this^  I  conceive,  is  an  intelligible  account  of  a  Trinity 
of  Persons  in  the  Unity  of  the  Godhead ;  and  shews  us  how 
we  may  believe,  without  a  contradiction  on  the  one  hand  or 
fear  of  heresy  on  the  other,  that  "  there  are  Three,  who  bear 
record  in  heaven,  the  Father,  the  Son,  and  the  Holy  Ghost 
and  yet  that  these  Three  are  One.^' 

And  thus  much  may  be  sufficient  to  be  hinted  at  present 
concerning  the  Primitive  notion  of  Divine  Unity  ;  the  fuller 
explication  and  proof  whereof  I  shall  reserve  for  some  other 
opportunity. 


VOL.   Vlll. 
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UPON  THE  SENSE  OF  THE  PRIMITIVE  CHURCH,  CONCERNINO  THE 
DIVINITY  OF  CHRIST,  IN  OPPOSITION  TO  PHOTINIANISM, 
ARIANISM,  SABELLIANISM,  AND  TRTTHEISM ; 

AMD 

THE   SECOND, 

ON  THE  I6th  SEPT.  1697. 

>N  THE  GREAT  DUTY,  MORE  ESPECIALLY  INCUMBENT  ON  THOSE 

WHO  HAVE  UNDERTAKEN  THE  SOLEMN  OFHCE  OF  THE 

PRIESTHOOD,  OF  SEARCHING  DILIGENTLY  AFTER 

TRUTH,  AS  IT  RELATES  TO  THE  DIVINITY 

OF  CHRIST,  AND  OTHER  SCRIPTURAL 
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By  THE  REV.  JOSEPH  BINGHAM,  M.A. 

RECTOR   OF  HEADBOURN   WORTHY,  AND   LATE  FELLOW 
OF  UNIVERSITY   COLLEGE,   OXFORD. 

Y   2 


TO  THE   REVEREND 

THE   CLERGY 

OF  THE 

DEANERIES  OF  WINCHESTER  AND  SOMBORN  REGIS, 

IN  THE  DIOCESE  OF  WINCHESTER, 


Reverend  Sirs, 

Thbsb  discourses  being  preached  in  your  audi&nee,  do 
now  present  themselves  unto  you,  desiring  your  acceptance. 
Whether  they  be  fit  to  be  inscribed  to  you  or  not, .  belongs 
Dot  to  me  to  say;  the  subject  of  them,  however,  is  such, 
^8  being  your  immediate  concern,  there  can  be  no  solecism 
ID  the  dedication.  But  there  is  another  reason  why  they  are 
now  addressed  to  you  ;  which  is,  that  the  author  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  giving  you  a  more  full  account  of  the  oc- 
casion of  them.  To  do  virhich,  I  must  give  you  an  account 
nko  of  another  sermon,  which  I  preached  before  the  learned 
body  of  the  University  of  Oxford,  for  which  I  incurred  the 
displeasure  of  some  of  the  heads  of  that  place.  The  main 
of  my  crime,  though  other  reasons  were  pretended,  was, 
^t  I  had  tacitly  reflected  on  a  leading  person  in  the  Uni- 
"OTsity,  who,  under  pretence  of  explaining  the  notion  of 
^ree  Persons  in  the  Blessed  Trinity,  had  manifestly,  though 
^ot  designedly,  given  up  the  cause  to  the  Socinian  adver- 
*Hfy.     For  his  notion  is,  that  the  terms  Person,  Father,  Son, 


326  DBDicAnoif. 

GeDeration,  &c.  are  not  proper,  but  only  melaphorie 
as  they  are  used  in  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity;  and  tl 
persons  means  no  more»  but  either  three  different  n 
offices,  or  different  respects  and  capacities  of  one 
same  thing,  as  Tally  says  of  himself,  ^^  Sustimeo  u 
per9onaSj  mei^  adversarii,judici8  p  so  Grod,  in  his 
is  no  otherwise  Three  Persons,  than  as  He  may  be  co 
«nder  die  different  habiUides  or  capacites  of  a  Ci 
Redeemer,  and  a  Sanctifyer.  This  doctrine  he  c 
publicly  both  in  his  sermons  before  the  Uniyen 
in  his  letters  against  the  Socinians ;  which,  thougfa 
his  learned  brethren,  till  of  late,  were  pleased  to 
yet  the  Socinians  immediately  took  notice  of  it,  and 
in  print,  that  if  this  was  all  that  Catholics  meant  1 
Di^  <if  Persons  in  the  Gk)dhead,  they,  or  howcTer  tt 
liMis,  wmdd  snbscfifae  this  doctrine,  and  pat  an  e 
Ibe  emtrorsTsies  about  it ;  and  indeed  it  is  no  won 
dionld  make  such  a  declaration ;  for  this  notion 
peffsons  is  no  other  bot  that  classic  equiyocal  notio 
the  Aneient  Church  always  condemnned  in  Sabell 
the  RoDumists  in  Laorentius  Valla,  and  the  Protai 
Serretns,  who  idl  owaed  three  persons  in  dieir  owi 
]«  e.  in  the  sense  that  persona  and  wpoawrov  are 
elaasie  authors,  as  the  Socinians  now  pretend  li 
could  not,  I  confess,  but  with  some  regret  see  the 
of  the  Blessed  Trinity  thus  explained  away,  and  no 
the  Soraiians  take  notice  of  it :  who  thence  also  to 
sion  to  iDTent  that  scandalous  distinction  betwixt 
and  real  Trinitarians,  reckoning  the  nominals  (that 
td^es)  the  only  Catholics,  and  all  others  Tritbeistic  ] 
Hairing  therefore  an  opportunity  to  preach  before  tl 
ed  and  Tenerable  body  of  the  University,  after  a  i 
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qniry  into  the  sease  of  the  Catl^olic  Church  upoQ  this  great 
Article  of  oar  Faith^  upon  which  the  whole  economy  of  the 
CSirifllian  religion,  as  it  is  Christian,  4epends,  I  took  ooqe^ 
aioB  modestly,  without  naming  the  author,  to  animadvert 
upon  his  noTel  and  heterodox  notion,  which  gave  such  advan- 
tage to  the  Socinian  adversary.    And  in  doing  it,  I  used 
what  I  conceived  to  be  the  properest  method ;  which  was, 
to  oppose  to  this  modem  notion  the  ancient  ecclesiastical 
■otion  of  the  term  person,  as  delivered  by  the  primitive 
FalherSy  concerning  whose  opinion  I  asserted  these  three 
tUngs:  Ist,  that  the  notion  which  they  had  of  the  term 
fMOB  in  this  mystery,  was  not  what  the  old  Roman  Classics 
iODmoiily  understand  by  a  person,  not  an  habitude  or  capacity 
opthe  distinction  of  an  office,  but  what  the  philosophers  meant 
bf  a  particular  or  individual  substance ;  which  is  the  account 
Aiftisg^ven  us  by  Boetius,  who  defines /^er^cma  tobe,ra/iofia- 
kilii  natur€B  individua  substantia^  an  individual  intelligent 
^ibstance ;  and  by  Leontius  Byzantinus,  who  tells  us^  ^*  that 
the  Fathers  of  the  Church  call  that  an  hypostasis  or  person, 
hn^  ii  ^iXoffo^i  arofiov  iaiav  ^Aysaif  which  the  philosophers 
9qU  an  individual  substance :  and  that  they  never  call  any 
kiod  of  accidents  by  the  name  of  pdVson  or  hypostasis/^  2.  I 
9iBtrted  also,  that  agreeably  to  this  notion  of  the  term  person 
lbs  Fathers,  in  their  dispute  with  the  Sabellians  (the  better  to 
IToid  their  classic  equivocal  sense  of  three  persons),  did,  for 
distinction's  sake,  many  times  call  the  Divine  Persons  three 
personal  substances,  and  three  individual  subsisting  sub- 
^oes,  not  in  the  Arian  notion  of  three  substances,  which 
inplies  a  disparity  and  dissimilitude  of  essential  properties, 
>nch  as  is  betwixt  created  and  uncreated  substances,  but  in 
^  Catholic  sense  as  denoting  that  real   distinction  which 
^^ni  be  betwixt  a  Father  and  a  Son,  whereof  the  substance 
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of  one  is  begotten  of  the  substance  of  the  other.  This 
the  account  which  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  thefii 
antagonist  of  Arius,  gives  in  opposition  to  the  Sabellians 
that  very  epistle,  where  he  is  refuting  Arius  (ap.  Theodoi 
H.  E.  lib.  1.  c.  4.)  He  tells  us,  that  the  Father  and  S 
are  Svo  ry  vwoaraaH  ^pwnig,  two  personal  substances  or  i 
postatic  natures.  So  that  there  was  no  dispute  betw 
Alexander  and  Arius  upon  this  point ;  but  they  both  agre 
thus  far  against  the  Sabellians,  that  the  three  persons  ih 
not  merely  three  distinct  offices  or  capacities  of  one  and  t 
same  solitary  being,  but  three  distinct  hypostatic  substanci 
the  only  question  was,  whether  the  substance  of  the  S 
was  eternally  begotten  of  the  substance  of  the  Father,  i 
consequently  like  and  equal  to  him  in  all  the  perfeetiont 
the  Divine  Nature  as  his  proper  and  natural  Son ;  or  wt 
ther  it  was  created  out  of  nothing,  and  inferior  as  a  om 
created  being  ?  This  latter  distinction  of  substances,  i 
disparity  and  inequality  of  nature,  such  as  is  betwixt  G 
and  a  creature,  Arius  asserted,  and  Alexander  denied ;  w 
yet  at  the  same  time  maintained  the  distinction  of  persoi 
or  hypostatic  substances  against  the  Sabellians.  3. 1  asserf 
farther,  that  the  Fathers  were  so  far  from  thinking  the  1 
vine  Persops  to  be  only  different  habitudes  or  capacities 
one  and  the  same  thing,  that  they  believed  them  to  be  (wl 
a  learned  writer  had  lately  called  them)  distinct  persoi 
minds  or  spirits ;  not  in  any  Arian  or  Tritheistic  sense, 
denoting  either  an  inequality  of  nature  or  co-ordination 
the  persons,  but  in  the  forementioned  Catholic  sense,  as  < 
noting  intelligent  hypostatic  substances  or  proper  pers< 
in  the  true  ecclesiastical  notion,  under  the  relation  oi 
Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost.  This  I  conceived  to  be  i 
meaning  of  St.  Athanasius  and  St.  Basil,  when  they  tell 
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expressly,  in  their  discourses  against  the  Sabellians,  that 
we  are  to  believe  the  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost  to  he 
Tp(a  T(kua  dadfiaray  three  perfect  or  in/inite  incorporeal 
Beings,  or,  as  I  conceived  the  sense  to  be,  three  infinite 
Mitids  or  Spirits  in  a  personal  acceptation :  for  I  had  regard 
to  the  sense  and  not  the  mere  words  alone.  If  1  was  mista- 
ken in  the  translation,  I  shall  only  say,  I  pretend  to  be  no 

I 

infallible  interpreter  of  Greek  or  Latin,  nor  shall  I  here 
pretend  to  say  further,  what  agreement  there  is  betwixt 
these  several  terms,  three  distinct  incorporeal  beings, 
three  distinct  intelligent  hypostatic  substances,  three  dis- 
tinct minds  or  spirits,  and  three  distinct  proper  subsisting 
persons;  but  leave  you  and  other  judicious  readers  to  de- 
termine. However,  this  was  the  sum  of  what  I  then  asser- 
ted in  an  historical  way  concerning  the  notion  which  the 
Fathers  had  of  the  Divine  Persons  ;  and  this  with  as  inno- 
cent a  design  as  ever  man  had,  only  to  shew,  that  the  thing 
which  gave  the  Socinians  occasion  to  insult  over  us,  as  mere 
nominal  Trinitarians,  was  not  the  genuine  exposition  of  the 
tense  of  the  Catholic  Church,  but  only  the  singular  explica- 
tion of  a  late  leading  author,  who,  with  Laurcntius  Valla 
and  Servetus,  hnd  fetched  his  notion  of  persons  and  perso- 
nal distinctions  from  Cicero  and  the  Classics,  and  not  from 
the  writino'S  of  the  Primitive  P^'athers.  Yet  this  occasioned 
that  heavy  censure,  which  charged  me  with  asserting  doc- 
trines, false,  impious  and  hcreticiil ;  contrary  and  dissonant 
to  the  doctrine  of  the  Catholic  Church :  though  I  was  doing 
nothing  all  the  time,  but  delivering  both  the  words  and  sense 
of  the  Catholic  Fathers,  in  opposition  to  that  leading  person, 
who  had  despised  them  all  to  follow  an  exotic  notion,  which 
was  never  received  by  the  Catholic  Church,  But  this  was 
i    *»ot  all :  the  decree  was  sceoiided  with  three  other  charges 
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in  the.prinU  tfiat  followed,  viz.  that  of  Arianism,  Tritbeisnii 
and  the  Heresy  of  Valentinus  Gentilis.     Now  these  were 
heavy  charges  indeed,  and  if  true,  enough  to  give  all  wise 
and  sober  men  a  just  abhorrence  of  any  one,  that  stocd 
charged  with  them.    This  being  then  my  present  case,  when 
I  first  came  amongst  you,  I  could  not  but  think  myself  obli- 
ged to  wipe  off  these  as  unjust  and  scandalous  charges,  and 
free  myself  from  those  prejudices,  under  which,  perhaps,  I 
might  otherwise  have  laboured  in  the  opinion  of  those  with 
whom  I  was  to  have  my  daily  converse.    Therefore,  beiof 
called  by  the  command  of  my  superiors  to  discharge  a  pub- 
lic office  at  a  Visitation,  I  thought  no  subject  of  discounic 
so  proper,  as  that  which  would  give  me  at  once  an  opportOr 
nity  both  of  asserting  the  Catholic  faith  and  wiping  off  tboaQ 
calumnies,  which  were  causelessly  thrown  upon  me.    Ajxl 
this  I  endeavoured  to  do  in  the  first  of  these  discourses! 
wherein  I  have  summed  up  the  main  force  of  the  arguQeot 
from  Scripture  and  Antiquity  against  the  professed  adver- 
saries of  our  Saviour's  Divinity,  and  discovered  also  cer- 
tain plain  mistakes,  which  afforded  some  warm  authors  a 
kind  of  topic  for  their  declamatory  harangues  and  invec- 
tives, only  for  want  of  a  clear  stating  of  those  matters,  upon 
which   they  grounded  their  accusations.    It  was  said  by 
some,  on  purpose  to  aggravate  matters,  that  Valeotious 
Gentilis  was  put  to  death  for  asserting  three  infinite  Spirits 
in  the  Trinity.    This  I  shewed  to  be  either  a  gross  piece  of 
ignorance  or  a  malicious  calumny  :  because  Valentinus  Geo- 
tilis  believed  and  asserted  the  direct  contrary.     It  was  pre- 
tended again,  that  the  Council  of  Nice  and  Catholic  Fathers 
had  universally  condemned  the  doctrine  of  three  personal 
substances,  as  Arianism.     This  I  shewed  to  be  still  a  grosser 
mistake,  by  clearing  the  account  of  Arianism,  and  shewing 
that  the  Arian  notion  of  three  substances,  which  the  Catho- 
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le  FatlMrs  GODdemned,  always  implied  snch  a  difference  in 
•seaiial  properties  or  nature,  as  is  betwixt  created  and  un- 
created,  God  and  a  creature ;  wherea  s  two  personal  su  bstances, 
fifcring^  no  otherwise  than  as  yignens  and  gentium,  Father 
uid  Son,  is  so  far  from  being  Arianism,  that  it  is  the  very 
eipression  which  Alexander  and  other  Catholics  used  as  a 
proper  medium  betwixt  Arius  and  Sabellius.  For  Sabellius 
umld  allow  no  such  distinction  as  that  of  personal  substances. 
Arias  allowed  it,  but  carried  it  a  little  further,  viz.  to  a  disparity 
ormequality  of  nature.  For  he  thought  there  could  not  be  two 
persoos  or  personal  substances  equal  to  one  another  in  all  es- 
natial  perfections,  but  this  must  necessarily  imply  their  being 
two  Grods :  and  therefore  he  charged  Alexander  with  Poly- 
theism for  asserting  it,  whence  I  also  made  it  appear  further, 
that  Tritheism  is  no  new  charge  against  the  doctrine  of  the 
Eiinity :  but  that  it  is  as  old  as  Arius ;  and,  such  as  it  is, 
;voiituled  merely  upon  another  mistake  of  the  true  nature  of 
• ;  which  I  shewed  to  consist  properly  in  asserting  three 
iFst  principles,  or  three  infinite  co-ordinate  persons,  all  un- 
riginated  and  unbegotten,  without  any  mutual  relation  or 
nbordination  to  one  another.  According  to  which  genu- 
De  and  only  proper  notion  of  Tritheism  it  could  not  be  laid 
o  the  charge  of  the  Primitive  Fathers,  who  never  maintained 
bree  first  principles  or  three  unbegotten  and  co-ordinate 
lersons:  but  always  taught  (equally  against  Photinians, 
Brians,  Sabellians  and  Tritheites)  that  the  Divine  substance 
of  the  Son  is  eternally  originated  and  begotten  of  the  sub- 
itanee  of  his  Father:  which  one  assertion  excludes  all  man- 
iisr  (rf  heresies ;  for  the  divine  generation  of  the  Son  (taken 
^  a  real  and  proper,  not  a  metaphorical  sense,  is  the  true 
'^isoD  why  he  is  neither  a  creature,  as  Arius  maintained, 
^or  the  same  person  with  the  Father,  as  Sabellius  belie- 
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ved  ;  Dor  another  iinbeg^otteD  principle,  t.  e.  another  Gcd, 
as  the  Trilheites  asserted^  but  the  natural  and  eternal  Son 
of  God,  as  being  neither  created^  nor  yet  UDbegotteD,  but 
eternally  begotten  of  the  substance  of  his  Father.  I  shewed 
further,  that  if  there  was  any  real  ground  for  the  charge  of 
Tritheism  at  present,  it  belonged  to  another  sort  of  men, 
\%ho  in  spite  of  universal  tradition  (which  yet  they  so  iniidi 
pretend  to)  had  maintained,  what  no  one  Catholic  author  be- 
fore them  ever  did,  viz.  that  the  Divine  substance  of  the  Son 
is  unbegotten  :  the  natural  consequence  of  which  is,  thatHe 
is  not  a  Son,  but  either  the  same  unbegotten  person  with  tbe 
Father,  which  is  Sabellianism  ;  or  else  a  distinct  unbegotten 
person,  which  is  Polytheism  ;  though  I  thought  it  unchariti- 
ble  to  charge  them  with  either  part  of  the  consequence, 
because  theyexpressly  rejected  both. 

Thus  I  endeavoured  to  answer  the  main  charges  brought 
indeed  (not  against  me,  but)  against  the  doctrine  of  the 
primitive  Fathers,  by  setting  things  in  a  fairer  light,  and 
shewing  the  falseness  of  all  whether  ignorant  or  malicioiis 
accusations  :  the  removal  of  which,  concurring  with  a  desire 
to  establish  truth,  was  the  thing  that  principally  engaged 
my  thoughts  upon  the  argument  that  runs  through  these 
discourses.     How  well  I  might  manage  it  to  your  satisfac- 
tion, I  am  not  able  justly  to  say :  it  is  sufficient  to  me,  that 
meeting  with  a  learned,  judicious,  and  unprejudiced  audi- 
tory, and  an  assembly  of  Bereans  too,  I  so  fur  gained  your 
approbation,  as  not  to  be  thought  worthy  of  another  cen- 
sure ;  and  this  chiefly  inclined  me  to  make  these  discourses 
public,  which  at  first  were  only  designed  for  your  private 
satisfaction :  not  doubting,  but  that  though  they  may  meet 
with  some  warm  and  angry  men,  who  perhaps  will  be  pro* 
voked  only  fur  being  told  the  truth,  yet  they  will  also  light 
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ipon  many  of  the  same  ingenuous  temper  with  yourselves, 
vho  will  be  glad  to  see  truth  set  in  a  fair  light,  and  to  find 
dausible  errors  plainly  detected.  And  if  they  will  contribute 
inythiDg  towards  this  end,  they  will  answer  the  design  boUi 
>f  their  being  preached  and  published. 

There  is  one  thing  more  I  would  beg  leave  here  to  insert 
concerning  the  notion  which  the  ancients  had  of  ttie  Divine 
i^ersoDs ;  because  I  have  no  where  done  it  in  either  of  the 
bllowing  discourses :  and  yet  it  tends  much  to  recommend 
heir  hypothesis  beyond  any  modern  explication :  which  is, 
hat  their  notion  of  persons  not  only  gives  us  a  fair  account 
if  a  real  Trinity,  and  is  liable  to  no  just  exception,  but  also 
five*  us  a  very  clear  and  intelligible  account  of  all  the 
>ther  mysteries  of  the  Christian  religion ;   particularly  of 
lie  incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God,  and  of  his  mediation 
ind  intercession  for  us  to  the  Father.    '  The  Christian  reli- 
gion obliges  us  to  believe,  that  the  second  Person  of  the 
ever  blessed  Trinity,  and  He  alone,  was  incarnate ;  that  is, 
that  his  Divine  substance  was  really  united  to  an  human 
body  and  soul ;  and  yet  neither  the  Father  nor  the  Holy 
Ghost  incarnate  with  him.     Now  supposing,  what  Alexan- 
der and  the  Catholic  Fathers  supposed,  that  the  three  Divine 
Persons  are  not  mere  habitudes  or  different  capacities  of  one 
and  the  same  thing,  but  three  distinct  personal  or  hypostatic 
substances,  it  is  very  easy  to  conceive  how  the  second  per- 
son alone  was  incarnate,  and  not  the  other  two ;  that  is,  how 
the  personal  substance  of  the  Son  was  united  to  an  human 
body  and  soul,  without  saying  the  same  thing  either  of  the 
Father  or  of  the  Holy  Ghost.     But  upon  that  hypothesis, 
which  makes  only  metaphorical  persons,  and  defines  them 
to  be  only  difl'crcnt  habitudes  or  respects,  different  offices  or 
names  of  the  same  thing,  this  doctrine  of  the  incarnation  of 
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the  Soo  alone  is  very  perplexed  and  uniDtelligible.    The 
like  may  be  said  of  the  Father^s  sendiDg  Uie  Son  iato  Ik 
world,  which  is  a  concomitant  of  the  incarnation,  wither 
either  sending  Himself  or  being*  sent  by  the  Son.     TbbwK 
be  very  intricate  and  unconceivable  upon  the  bypothMS  if 
metaphorical  persons,  or  persons  in  a  classioal  aenae ;  for 
one  office  or  capacity  cannot  properly  be  aud  to  send  aao^ 
ther ;  nor  can  the  same  being,  sustaining  three  persoiw  tf 
this  kind,  send  one  person  without  sending  another,  ndi 
sending  himself  too.     Suppose  Tully  to  be  a  judge,  an  IHI^ 
tor,  and  a  consul ;  that  is,  three  persons,  as  some  are  pieaaiJ 
to  term  it :  can  we,  with  any  tolerable  sense  say,  that  Tily 
the  judge  sends  the  orator,  that  is  himself,  under  andhir 
capacity  ?  Is  not  he  that  sends,  and  he  that  is  sent,  the  viij 
same?    How  then  can  one  person  upon  this  hypothesii  bt 
supposed  to  send  another  without  sending  himself  at  dM 
same  time  1  This  was  the  absurdity  of  the  SabelUan  notka 
of  old,  and  the  main  argument  that  the  Catholics  mpi 
against  it ;  that  this  notion  of  persons,  as  it  made  the-Falhff 
to  be  incarnate,  so  it  also  confounded  the  distinction  betwilt 
him  that  sends  and  him  that  is  sent,  and  made  the  tluBg 
utterly  inconceivable.     But  now  upon  the  primitive  eeds* 
siastical  notion  of  persons  it  is  very  intelligible,  how  iht 
Father  may  be  conceived  to  send  the  Son  without  sei 
Himself,  supposing  Alexander's  distinction  of  personal 
stances,  or  Athanasius's  distinction  of  complete  incorpoieal 
beings.    There  is  no  difficulty  in  conceiving  this :  for  At 
distinction  betwixt  him  that  sends  and  him  that  is  sent,  npoa 
this  notion  of  persons,  lies  level  to  every  man's  understand- 
ing.   Thus  then  the  primitive  notion  of  persons  has  the  adi^ 
vantage  of  that  modem  explication,  in  that  it  gives  us  (what 
the  other  does  not)  a  fair  and  intelligible  account  of  God's 
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lending'  his  Son  into  the  world,  and  of  the  Son  alone  being 
noaroate.  And  as  it  gives  us  a  clear  account  of  this,  so  it 
ioet  alao  of  that  other  g^reat  mystery,  the  Son's  intercession 
lid  mediation  to  the  Father  for  us.  It  is  very  inconceivable 
bow  one  office  should  intercede  or  mediate  to  another, 
brtereession  is  an  act  of  a  rational  or  intelligent  being  ;  and 
Hrtercession  of  one  to  another  supposes  distinct  intelligent 
beings,  one  interceding,  another  to  whom  the  intercession 
il  made.  But  this  cannot  be  said  of  distinct  offices  or 
capacities  in  the  same  being  :  there  can  be  no  intercession 
of  theee  one  to  another ;  nor  can  any  being  upon  the  account 
of  Mach  capacities  both  intercede  and  be  interceded  to :  for 
sdhing  properly  intercedes  to  itself,  although  it  be  under 
mother  capacity.  So  that  the  hypothesis  of  metaphorical 
persons  quite  evacuates  one  principle  part  of  Christianity, 
irliilst  it  gives  us  no  satisfactory  account  of  the  Son's  mediat- 
ing and  interceding  with  the  Father  for  us.  But  upon  the  pri- 
mitive notion  of  persons  this  doctrine  will  be  rendered  very 
iatalligible.  For  supposing  persons  to  be  individual  intelligent 
snbstances,  as  Leontiusand  Boetius  describe  them ;  or  per- 
sonal substances,  as  Alexander  words  it ;  or  incorporeal  and 
Spiritual  Beings,  as  St.  Athanasius  and  St.  Basil  call  them  ; 
then  there  is  no  difficulty  in  conceiving  how  one  intelligent 
person  performs  the  rational  act  of  intercession  and  media- 
tion to  another.  This  is  so  natural  and  easy  a  conception, 
upon  the  primitive  notion  of  persons,  that  any  ordinary 
apprehension  may  be  made  to  understand  it ;  whereas  upon 
the  other  hypothesis,  which  takes  persons  in  a  classical 
and  metaphorical  sense,  and  makes  different  offices  and 
capacities  constitute  different  persons,  the  acutest  head  and 
subtlest    reasoner  can  never  be  able    to    give  any  clear 
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make  future  attempts  upon  the  DiTinity  and  incamatioD  of 
our  Saviour,  and  deny  the  satisfaction  and  redemption  made 
by  his  death.  First,  he  tells  us,  there  would  come  a  genera* 
tion  of  men,  who  would  even  deny  the  Lord  that  boogkl 
them.  Then,  secondly,  that  they  would  do  this  privily  aad 
craftily,  under  the  disguise  and  pretence  of  truth.  Tlurdl|fy 
that  such  men,  whatever  their  subtleties  and  pretences  ba^ 
were  still  to  be  looked  upon  only  as  false  teachers.  Lastljt 
that  their  doctrines  are  not  only  simply  false  and  errooeoi^ 
but  heretical  and  damnable ;  such  as  will  bring  upon  thi 
authors  swift  destruction.  In  this  character  the  Apoilb 
does  so  graphically  describe  the  reviving  heresies  of 
own  times,  and  withal  so  pkiinly  obviate  their  main 
sions,  that  (as  if  what  Porphyry  said  of  DanieFs  prophacj} 
were  to  be  applied  to  this)  one  might  rather  take  it  foraa 
historical  account,  than  a  prophetical  description. 

To  make  this  appear,  in  the  further  prosecution  of  ttnl 
words,  I  shall 

K  Shew  who  those  are  that  may  be  said  to  dmiy  theLMil 
that  bought  them ;  by  drawing  an  historical  parallel  W* 
twixt  the  ancient  and  modem  heresies,  which  have  undg 
mined  the  true  Divinity  of  our  Saviour. 

2. 1  shall  point  out  the  principal  arts,  by  which  two  of  fk 
most  prevailing  heresies,  namely,  Arianism  and  SociAiaiii«% 
do  privily  recommend  themselves  and  shew  that  A%j  aN 
these  two  pretences  ;  first,  that  many  eminent  Catholic  ia« 
thors  have  acknowledged,  that  their  doctrines  are  not  eon* 
tradicted,  either  in  words  or  sense,  by  Scripture  or  antiqiii^, 
for  the  three  first  centuries  after  Christ.  Secondlly,  tkil 
though  they  be  erroneous,  yet  they  are  not  heretied  (ud 
damnable. 

3.  In  opposition  to  the  first  of  which  pretences,  I  dtol 
shew  in  the  third  place,  that,  notwithstanding  any  eonesi^ 
sions  of  Catholic  Authors,  their  doctrines  are  contraiyit^ 
the  plainest  and  most  indubitable  sense  of  Scripture  and  pf* 
mitive  writers  for  the  three  first  centuries  after  Christ 

4.  And  in  opposition  to  the  second,  I  shall,  in  the  lilt 
piaee,  prove  from  the  same  fountains  of  Antiquity,  that  Atef 
are  not  only  false  but  heretical  and  damnable. 
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2d  PETER,  Chap.  ii.  Ver.  1. 

Bui  there  were  false  Prophets  also  among  the  People,  even 
as  there  shall  be  false  Teachers  among  you,  who  privily 
shall  bring  in  damnable  Heresies,  even  denying  the  Lord 
thai  bought  them,  and  bring  upon  themselves  swift  De- 
struction. 

In  these  words  it  is  very  probable  the  Apostle  principally 
intended  to  describe  the  primitive  heretics  of  his  own  times: 
for,  as  appears  from  the  best  records  of  ancient  history,  four 
several  heretics  had  broached  their  doctrines  against  the 
person  of  our  Saviour,  even  whilst  many  of  the  Apostles 
were  yet  alive ;  particularly  Simon  Magus,  Nicholaus,  Ebion, 
and  Cerinthus.  Against  the  two  last  of  which  St.  John 
wrote  his  Gospel,  as  Irenseus  tells  us  expressly,  who  is  an 
author  of  undoubted  credit,  and  one  who  was  very  capable 
of  knowing  this,  being  scholar  to  Polycarp,  who  was  disci- 
ple to  St.  John.  So  that  it  is  not  improbable,  but  that  St. 
Peter  also  might  have  his  eye  upon  those  early  corrupters 
of  the  truth,  who  began  to  sow  their  tares  in  the  Apostle's 
days. 

But,  however,  letting  this  pass  at  present  only  as  a  proba- 
bility, it  is  certain  he  here  prophetically  describes  and 
characterizes  all  those  heretics,  who  should,  in  after  ages, 

VOL.   VIII.  z 
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the  Arians  themselves,  assembled  at  Sirmium,  where  they 
pronounced  anathema  against  the  heresy,  and  deposed 
the  author.  Since  which  time  it  was  hardly  known  in 
the  world,  till  it  was  unhappily  revived  in  the  last  age  by 
Socinus,  who  to  the  heresy  of  the  ancients  has  added  ano- 
ther of  his  own,  which  may  be  called  an  original ;  as  being 
perhaps  what  was  never  maintained  explicitly  in  terms  by 
any  heretic  before,  viz.  that  the  death  of  Christ  is  no  propi- 
tiatory sacrifice  for  the  sins  of  mankind.  In  this  Socinus 
and  his  followers  seem  to  have  outstripped  all  that  went 
before  them,  and  so  more  properly  fallen  under  St  Peter's 
•  censure,  not  only  in  denying  the  Lord,  but  the  I^rd  that 
bought  them. 

2.  The  next  heresy  against  the  Divinity  of  our  Saviour  is 
Arianism ;  which  allows  Him  indeed  to  have  had  a  being 
before  the  world,  and  ascribes  the  creation  of  the  world  to 
Him;  but  yet  ranks  Him  also  amongst  the  creatures,  making 
Him  at  most  but  a  DeiLsfacius  ex  nihtloy  a  God  created  out 
of  nothings  and  so  of  a  different  nature  from  the  Father, 
neither  consubstantial  to  Him  nor  co-etemal.  These  are  the 
genuine  doctrines  of  Arius,  as  they  were  first  condemned 
by  the  Council  of  Nice,  whose  anathema  against  the  Arian 
blasphemies  is  expressed  in  these  words :  rsc  S^  \^ovTaq 
Krltjfia,  n  woififxay  ^  c^  sic  ovTtvv,  {j  ijv  Trore,  ort  sk  riv,  avaOtfiO' 
rlZei  V  KaOokiKv  iiocXijcrm,  "  The  Catholic  Church  anathema- 
tizen  those,  who  call  htm  a  creature,  or  a  production,  or  say 
that  He  was  made  of  things  which  are  not,  or  maintain  that 
there  was  a  time  when  He  did  not  exists  Symbol.  Con.  Nic. 
But  afterwards  there  arose  a  subtler  kind  of  Arianism,  which 
allowed  Him  to  be  both  consubstantial  and  co-etemal,  and 
yet  denied  Him  to  be  infinite  in  nature  or  equal  to  the  Father. 
This  was  an  invention  of  some  politic  Arians  in  St.  Austin^'s 
days,  who  kept  close  to  the  terms  of  the  Council  of  Nice, 
and  yet  maintained  their  heresy  under  them,  by  putting  an 
equivocal  sense  upon  them.  For  by  consubstantiality,  they 
meant  no  more,  than  that  the  Son  was  made  of  the  Divine 
substance,  in  the  same  manner  as  many  other  primitive  here- 
tics (particularly  the  Manichees,  Priscillianists,  and  Gnos- 
tics,) believed  concerning  the  souls  of  men  ;  viz.  that  they 
were  made  of  the  very  substance  of  God,  and  so  were  of  the 
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ame  nature  with  the  Deity.     Apollinaris  asserted  the  same 
ODceraiDg  the  flesh  of  Christ,  that  it  was  made  of  his  Divine 
atoTe,  and  was  consubstantial  to  it.     Yet  none  of  these 
eretics  believed  the  souls  or  bodies  of  men  to  be  therefore 
ifinite  in  substance,  or  properly  of  a  Divine  nature  equal  to 
lieir  original.     No  more  did  these  Arians  believe  the  Son 
b  be  equal  to  the  Father  in  nature,  though  they  equivocally 
ilayed  upon  terms,  and  asserted  both  his  consubstantiality 
ftd  eternity.    This  is  a  piece  of  Arianism,  I  presume,  not 
<^' commonly  observed:  but  it  is  ascribed  by  St  Austin  to 
he  Arians  of  his  own  time,  and  particularly  to  Donatus,  the 
diismatical  Bishop  of  Carthage,  who^  besides  his  being  a 
ingleader  of  the  sect  of  the  Donatists,  was  also  infected  with 
kis  sort  of  Arianism.  ^'  Apparet  eum  etiam  non  Catholicam 
It  Trinitate  habuisse  senieniiam:  sed  quamvis  ejusdem  sub- 
UaUi€By  minorem  tamen  Patre  Filium ;  et  minorem  Filio 
miasse  Spiritum  Sanctum,^'*    August,  de  Hares,  c.  69. 
•  And  this  kind  of  Arianism  was  revived  in  the  last  age  by 
Falenlinus  Gentilis ;  who  asserted  in  the  same  terms  that 
hie  Son  was  consubstantial  to  the  Father  and  co-eternal,  but 
^  of  a  finite  and  circumscriptible  nature.   It  is  true  indeed, 
re  have  been  told  very  confidently  by  Curcellaeus  and  some 
lathors  since,  that  Valentinus  Gentilis  believed  three  infinite 
Spirits  in  the  Trinity.     But  if  we  may  judge  of  his  doctrine 
ly  his  own  assertions,  he  believed  quite  the  contrary,  that  it 
rasimpossible  there  should  be  three  infinite  Spirits,  or  Spirits 
»f  immense  substance.     For  this  is  one  of  his  assertions 
tmongst  his  Protheses:  "  Tres  Spiriius  immensts  substanlitB 
*S8e  non  possunt,'^     And  for  this  very  reason,  though  he 
illowed  the  Son,  with  the  forementioned  Arians,  to  be  con- 
iobstantial  and  eternal  (taking  these  words  in  an  equivocal 
lense,)  yet  he  still  denied  his  infinity  and  equality,  and  made 
lim  only  a  finite  and  circumscriptible  substance.  These  are 
lis  own  words :  "  Filius  pro  generationis  modulo  circum" 
cripiibilis  genitus  est.'''  Upon  which  account  we  rank  Gen- 
ilis,  where  he  must  and  ought  to  stand,  amongst  the  Arians, 
ather  than  the  Tritheites;  which,  as  will  presently  appear, 
ire  heresies  very  difierent  from  one  another. 
3.  The  third  heresy  which  undermines  the  Divinity  of  our 
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Saviour,  is  Sabelliaiusm ;  which  was  first  b^giu)  by  Siwtt^ 
Magus,  carried  on  by  Noetus  and  Praxeas^bnt  was  more  fiiUy 
known  under  the  name  of  Sabellius.  This  destroys  our  Ssr 
Tiour's  Divinity  by  denying  his  real  and  substantial  genwiit 
tioD ;  making  it  only  metaphorical  and  improper :  thereby  fnb^* 
verting  all  real  and  personal  distinction  betwixt  Father  wi 
Son,  which  cannot  consist  without  a  true  and  proper  wb' 
stantial  generation.  St.  Hilary,  in  his  Book  de  Synodis,  ibiif 
describes  the  Sabellian  heresy,  making  it  to  be  that,  "  pm 
personam  genitte  adimit  e8sentt€ey^  which  destroys  the  pertm 
of  the  Son,  by  denying  the  generation  of  his  substance*  Aai 
again, "  quce  unicam  ac  sine  progenie  sua  solitarii  DeiwiUt 
d^rmare  substantiamy"'  that  which  affirms  the  substamtm  ^ 
God  to  be  singular  and  solitary  without  any  offspring*  Jb 
opposition  to  this  the  primitive  Fathers  unanimously  main!M|i> 
the  real  and  proper  generation  of  the  substance  of  the  Spfl^ 
as  the  foundation  of  his  personal  distinction.  And  mmiy  of 
them,  the  better  to  secure  this  real  distinction  betwixt  tfas 
Divine  persons,  not  only  use  the  terms  rpla  wpoat^m  vsd 
tree  personas,  but  also  rpliQ  viroirracreicy  and  rpicc  viro^rvMi 
^iHTCiCi  rpla  ddWfwra  rlXcia,  rp/a  irpcry/iora,  rpla  woufg/^fyf,  ^ 
and  sometimes  tree  substantias  in  a  catholic  sense,  aii4  ^W 
substantias  individuas,  or  substantias  particulariier  sni* 
sistentes,  which  Boetius  makes  to  be  the  same  with  an  iMr- 
roffic^  or  real  subsisting  person.  And  there  seems  to  have 
been  very  good  reason  for  this  accurate  variety  of  expresmoo. 
For  St  Basil  tells  us,  the  Sabellians  were  used  to  play  upon 
terms  as  well  as  the  Arians,  and  vent  their  own  heresy  unidsr 
an  equivocal  and  ambiguous  sense  of  the  catholic  woidf 
irpocriMfrov  and  persona.  Those  words  will  signify  eithsr 
real  subsisting  beings ;  or  else  only  different  modes,  offieeSy 
or  relations  of  one  and  the  same  solitary  being.  In  this  lit- 
ter sense  the  Sabellians  would  not  scruple  to  assert,  that 
the  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost  were  rpla  wpoabm  and 
tree  persona :  meaning  no  more  than  three  different  offices 
or  capacities  of  one  and  the  same  substantial  person,  or  a 
single  person  considered  under  a  triple  relation.  As  TuUy 
is  an  orator,  a  philosopher  and  a  consul,  so  God  is  a  Creator 
a  Btdeemer,  and  a  Sanctifier.  As  He  creates  the  wodd.  He 


THE   DIVINITY   Of  CHRIST.  34S 

oonsidered  under  the  person  or  character  of  a 
as  He  redeems  it,  by  beeomiog*  iDcamate,  He  may 
lered  as  a  Son ;  and  as  He  sanctifies  it  by  his  graee» 
tins  the  person  of  an  Holy  Spirit.  This  is  the  j^enu- 
n  of  the  Sabellian  Trinity  of  Persons, 
lis  is  the  heresy  which  was  renewed  with  the  very 
ihistry  in  the  last  ag^es  by  Laurentius  Valla,*  and 
.  They  both  pretended  indeed  to  assert  a  Trinity  of 
but  upon  enquiry,  when  it  oomes  to  be  examined, 
roves  a  Trinity  of  different  qualities,  modes,  offices* 
>n6.  Meiancthon  has  most  excellently  described 
le  kind  of  Sabellianisro  reviving*  in  Senretus ;  and 
1 1  shall  choose  to  g'ive  it  in  his  own  words,  which 
ut  **  The  fanatic  Bervetus,^'  says  he,  ^'  plays  upon 
ooal  sense  of  the  word  person  ;  and  pretends  that  it 
'  signified  amongst  the  Latins  no  more  but  either  a 
the  distinction  of  an  office :  as  we  say,  Roscius 
»  sustains  the  person  of  Achilles,  sometimes  tfaa 
f  Ulysses ;  or  the  person  of  a  consul  differs  from 
m  of  a  servant :  in  Uke  manner  as  C5oero  says,  it  is 
fork  to  sustain  the  person  of  a  prince  in  the  Com^ 
th,  and  this  ancient  signification  of  the  word  person 
»tically  wrests  and  applies  to  the  article  of  the  three 
in  the  Godhead/'  Upon  which  the  same  Melane* 
9S  occasion  to  reflect  in  this  most  pathetic  exhortar 
ts  readers,  ^^Sed  has  impiaa  prastigias  fugicmms  et 


Lib.  6.  Elegant,  e.  34.  In  Deo  personam  ponimas,  Tel  qiod  mil. 
Tocabulum  quadrat  (noo  natora,  quo  Teteres  utebaotur ;  non  t iJh 
Grsci  utuntur);  Tel  qnod  Ter&in  Deo  triplex  est  qualitas.  Item* 
,  Tibrationem,  calorem  in  sole  esse  qualitates,  &c.  Tales  quail- 
» in  Deo,  et  has  dico  esse  persomis,  qtm  ab  eo  abesse  non  pofs* 
Mlitatem  sij^nificare,  non  substantial*,  u|  Boetius  toIiiH;  qui  aot 
|ui  docuit. 

th.  Loc.  Com.  Tract,  de  Person.  Lusit  homo  fanaticus,  Senretus, 
»  persons ;  et  disputat  olim  Latlnis  signifleasse  habitum  aut  offlcii 
on :  ut  diclmus  Roicium  aliia  snitinere  persooam  Athillia,  aliit 
personam  Ulyssis ;  seu  alia  est  penNroa  CoaulUt  alia  serti :.  «t 
uit,  magnum  est  in  republicft  tueri  personam  prineipis,  et  banc 
gpnificationem  Tocabuli  sycophantic^  dctorquet  ad  articulum  de 
onis  Trinitatis,  sed  has  impias,  &c. 
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exeeremur,  ei  seiamus  in  hoc  articulo  aliter  loqui  eceletUm, 
et  personam  diet,  subsiantiam  individuam  inteUigeniem  ti 
ineommumeahilem.^'^ 

I  shall  make  no  further  remark  upon  this  history,  botoi^ 
add«  that  Servetos  was  burnt  at  Geneva  for  this  hereqf  k 
the  year  1553^  though  his  doctrine  has  been  since  nMfe 
plausibly  urged  by  Keckerman  and  others  without  any  mdi 
like  censure. 

4.  The  fourth  and  last  heresy^  which  undermines  cm 
Saviour's  true  Divinity^  is  Tritheism ;  which  is  the  assettisg 
of  three  infinite  collateral  and  co-ordinate  Persons ;  or  diM 
obsolute  independent  principles^  all  simply  unoriginal  «id 
unbegotten^  without  any  mutual  relation  or  subordimfioftto 
any  first  person.  Thus  it  is  Tritheism  to  ascribe  tha  per* 
sbnal  prerogative  of  the  Father  (oyewiitrfav)  to  the' Soap 
making  Him  a  distinct  principle  or  substance  unbegdItoBis 
the  Father  is.  The  true  notion  of  the  Christian  Trinity  ii 
three  Divine  Persons  under  the  relation  and  economy  of  s 
Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost ;  where  the  Father  is  ooi* 
sidered  as  the  fountain  of  the  Deity,  the  Son  and  Holy  €Hioi( 
as  the  natural  and  eternal  emanations  of  the  Father's  sob- 
stance  ;  agreeable  to  what  is  said  in  the  Nicene  Creed,  disk 
the  Son  is  Gbd  of  God,  Light  of  Light,  very  God  of  toy 
God,  Deus  genitus,  not  ingenitus,  nor  foetus;  wheresi 
Tritheism  asserts,  that  the  Son  is  another  dyiwitrovf  that  ili 
not  a  Son,  but  another  distinct  principle  or  substance,  unbe- 
gotten  as  the  Father  is,  and  consequently  a  distinct  God. 
For  rpeig  dpxai  and  rpla  dyivvtrra,  three  co-ordinate  and  nn- 
begotten  principles,  inferring  necessarily  three  Creators  and 
three  Providences  independent  of  one  another,  is,  in  the 
sense  of  the  primitive  Fathers,  the  proper  notion  of  three 
Gods.  What  modem  authors  have  directly  in  terms  main- 
tained this  heresy,  I  am  not  able  to  say.  That  which  seems 
to  come  the  nighest  to  it,  is  that  bold  determination  made  in 
the  Council  of  Lateran,  under  Innocent  the  Third ;  where 
it  was  determined  in  favour  of  Peter  Lombard  against 
Richardus  de  Sancto  Victore,*  that  the  Divine  Essence  does 

*  That  which  seems  to  have  given  occasion  to  the  Council  of  Lateran  to 
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tiiher  beget  nor  is  begot  ten  y  nor  does  proceed,  Essentia 
ivina  nee  est  generans,  nee  genita,  nee  procedens.  The 
msequence  of  which  would  be,  if  it  was  urged  home, 
mi  the  Divine  substance  of  the  Son  is  onbegotten ;  and 
MMeqoently  that  the  Son  is  not  a  son,  but  another  unbe* 
9tteD  principle^  that  is,  a  distinct  God. 
This  doctrine  which  denies  the  generation  of  the  Divine 
ibatance  of  the  Son,  was  severely  reflected  on  by  Luther 
id  Melancthon  in  the  beginning  of  the  reformation,  and 
mg  before  them  by  Richardus  de  Sancto  Victore ;  who 
i4erUx>k  to  shew,  that  it  was  contrary  to  the  whole  stream 
^  antiquity  from  Ignatius  down  to  the  Council  of  Lateran. 
at  Richardus  had  only  truth  and  reason  and  antiquity  on 
it  aide :  the  Council  of  Lateran  had  a  more  effectual  argu- 
MDl»  that  could  not  be  answered,  which  was  power.  And 
f  virtue  of  that,  they  who  could  determine  that  bread 
ad  wine  was  not  bread  and  wine  (for  this  is  the  same  coun- 
1  that  established  transubstantiation)  might  with  a  non  ob- 
GMile  to  all  the  primitive  Fathers,  determine  likewise,  that 
16  substance  of  the  only  begotten  Son  of  God  was  unbegot- 
Ni :  and  if  they  would  pretend  to  determine  so,  who  should 
letend  to  contradict  them  ?  From  that  time  therefore  the 
ldK>olmen  advanced  a  new  proposition  never  heard  in  the 
Salholic  Church  before :  '^  Quod  Essentia  Filii  Divina  non 
U  genita.'^  I  am  loath  to  urge  the  consequence  of  this 
■aertion ;  but  some  of  the  modern  Schoolmen  themselves 
ave  charged  it  with  Tritheism  in  the  mouth  of  Calvin  ;  who 
fily  e:^presses  their  own  doctrine  in  a  little  different  terms : 
hiod  Filius  qaatenxis  Deus,  non  habet  suum  esse  a  Patre^ 


this  decree,  was  this  expression  of  Rich,  de  S.  Victore,  in  his  6th  Book 
•  IVinitate,  cap.  23.  *'  Absque  dubio  substantia  Fiiii  est  genita,  substantia 
'Uris  ingenita,  nee  ingenita  substantia  est  genita,  nee  genita  est  ingenita:*' 
9gether  with  his  smart  reflection  upon  Peter  Lombard  and  others,  as  inno- 
ators  in  this  matter,  challenging  them  to  produce  but  so  much  as  one  single 
•fsage  of  any  Catholic  Father,  that  eyer  maintained  (what  they  did)  that 
he  substance  of  the  Son  was  unbegotten,  and  not  begotten  of  the  substance 
*f  the  Father.  *'  Aflferant,  si  possuut,  auctoritatero  non  dicam  plures,  scd 
eltem  noam,  quas  neget  substantiam  gignere  substantiam  '  Richardus,  iii- 
leed,  is  not  mentioned  in  the  Council ;  but  it  is  plain  they  had  their  eye  upon 
lim  in  the  condemnation  of  bis  doctrine. 
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nee  est  Veus  de  Deo  sed  Deus  a  seipeo  ;  which  is  the  veiy 
same  id  sense  with  Essentia  Filii  non  est  genita.  Now  if  the 
SohoolmeD  will  prove Tritheism  upon  themselyes,  they  hardly 
deserve  an  advocate  to  apologize  for  them.  And  yet  thus  voiblA 
I  shall  say  for  the  sake  of  truth,  that  men  are  not  always  to 
be  charged  even  with  the  natural  consequence  of  their  owt 
opinion,  especially  when  they  expressly  reject  and  disavow  it 
And  therefore  though  the  natural  consequence  of  this  opi» 
nion  should  be  Tritheism,  or  rpla  aytwrgra,  yet  we  ought  to 
have  so  much  charity  both  for  Calvin  and  the  Schoolmeii, 
as  to  believe  they  never  intended  to  maintain  the  heresy  sf 
three  infinite  unbegotten  collateral  principles,  having  0^ 
pressly  declared  against  it  However  we  may  not  dismisc 
the  Schoolmen  without  making  these  two  reflections  on  their 
partial  behaviour  towards  Calvin:  lat.  that  the  loudest 
declaimers  against  heresy  are  very  often,  upon  enquiry, 
found  to  be  the  nearest  to  it  2.  That  men  may  be  so 
charmed  and  bigotted  to  a  set  of  words,  that  they  will  even 
condemn  their  own  very  notions,  if  they  be  but  expressed  in 
different  terms  by  other  men. 

And  thus  I  have  done  with  the  first  thing  proposed,  whioh 
was  to  shew,  who  those  are  that  may  be  said  to  deny  the 
Lord  that  bought  them :  by  drawing  an  historical  paratiel 
betwixt  four  ancient  and  modem  heresies,  Pbotinianism, 
Arianism,  Sabellianism,  and  Tritheism.  The  two  first  of 
these  are  at  present  the  most  prevailing  heresies ;  and  there- 
fore I  shall  spend  the  rest  of  this  discourse  against  them  ; 
proceeding  in  order, 

2dly.  To  shew,  that  the  subtle  arts,  by  which  they  priviiy 
endeavour  to  introduce  their  errors,  are  chiefly  these  two 
pretences:  1st  that  many  eminent  Catholic  authors  have 
acknowledged,  that  their  doctrines  are  not  contradicted, 
either  in  words  or  sense,  by  Scripture  or  antiquity  for  the 
three  first  centuries  after  Christ  2.  That  though  they  be 
erroneous,  yet  they  are  not  heretical  and  damnable  ;  as  con- 
tradicting no  article  of  Faith  that  the  Catholic  Church  ever 
thought  necessary  to  salvation  during*  the  first  three  hundred 
years. 

These  are  the  ordinary  and  confident  pretenees  of  our  late 
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AriaD  and  Photinian  writers.  And  indeed  it  cannot  b« 
denied,  but  that  many  who  would  be  thought  no  friends  to 
tbiese  heresies,  have  yet  acoideDtally  at  least  proved  the 
main  supporters  of  this  confidence,  and  have  done  their 
principal  business  for  them.  For  as  to  the  first  pretence, 
that  their  doctrines  are  not  contradicted  by  Scripture  or  An- 
tiquity :  the  authors  of  the  Roman  communion  (in  their  ex^ 
travagant  zeal  for  the  authority  of  the  Church  and  the  power 
of  general  Councils  to  make  new  articles  of  faith)  have  not 
scrupled  to  assert,  that  the  Divinity  of  our  Saviour  and  the 
doctrine  of  the  Trinity  are  neither  defensible  from  the  autho- 
rity of  Scripture,  nor  the  writings  of  the  Primitive  Fathers, 
fWMO  the  days  of  the  Apostles  down  to  the  Council  of  Nice. 
Mr.  Cbillingworth  did  long  ago  object  this  very  thing  to 
his  Romish  adversary ;  and  it  were  easy  upon  occasion  to 
confirm  his  suggestion  by  multitudes  of  undeniable  proofs, 
were  the  matter  of  any  such  importance.  At  present  I  need 
only  say,  that  Huetius  and  Petavius,  two  of  the  greatest  au- 
thors of  the  Roman  communion,  have  scarce  let  any  one 
primitive  Father  go  uncensured  for  Arianism :  and  in  that 
have  done  more  for  the  Arian  cause  than  all  the  Arians  in 
the  world,  ancient  or  modern,  ever  yet  could  do  for  them- 
selves. Nor  have  many  Protestant  authors  (in  a  contrary 
zeal  for  the  doctrine  of  the  Church's  fallibility,  or  perhaps 
rather  for  want  of  understanding  the  true  meaning  of  the 
ancient  hypothesis)  been  more  favourable  or  impartial  in 
their  censures  of  the  primitive  Fathers :  sometimes  con- 
demning the  Ante-Nioenes  as  Arians,  and  the  Post-Nicenes 
as  Tritheites,  as  Curcelleeus  and  other  late  authors  have 
done.  And  though  Protestant  writers  do  generally  express 
a  greater  reverence  for  Scripture,  yet  Erasmus  and  the 
author  of  the  posthumous  annotations  under  the  name  of 
Grotius  (for  it  is  to  be  hoped  they  were  none  of  his)  have 
interpreted  away  many  of  the  most  considerable  texts  that 
make  for  the  Divinity  of  our  Saviour.  So  that  it  must  be 
owned,  that  these  heresies  have  received  but  too  much 
countenance  from  the  unwary  concessions  of  Catholic  au- 
thors. The  allowing  that  die  primitive  Fathers  were  of 
their  opinion,  gives  them  reason  to  think  the  Scriptures  are 
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so  too ;  and  that  confinns  them  in  the  belief  thai  they 
aeWes  are  the  trae  professors  of  the  primhiTe  Fahh. 

In  this  opinion  they  are  still  the  more  coofirmed  fay  dto 
concessions  of  others,  who,  though  they  seem  to 
their  opinions  as  heterodox,  yet  however  think  then 
and  tolerable ;  and  accordingly  so  far  torn  adTocalea  §m 
them,  as  to  plead  for  the  authors  as  brethren  that  oagfat  Id  It 
admitted  into  the  communion  of  the  Catholic  Chorcb.  Efih 
copias  and  Corcellaeus  are  the  great  patrons  of  this  opinios; 
and  in  favoor  of  it  pretend  to  prove  both  from  ScriptretiJ 
antiquity  the  non-necessity  of  believing  the  doctrine  of  ov 
Saviour^s  eternal  generation  from  the  Father. 

Now  then  we  need  not  stand  amazed  to  think,  thai  aei, 
who  are  otherwise  ignorant  enough,  should  hen<^  take  hsHt 
and  confidence,  having  such  mighty  pillars  to  support  thoL 
Whilst  two  such  names  as  Grotius  and  Erasmus  ciB  It 
alleged  against  the  most  considerable  texts  of  Seriptore,  ilii 
no  wonder  men  of  a  sinking  cause  should  lay  hold  of  Hm 
authorities  and  pretend  ancient  readings  for  their  modsn 
heresies.  And  whilst  two  such  learned  antiquaries,  u 
Huetios  and  Petavius,  have  so  severely  played  the  critki 
upon  the  primitive  Fathers,  it  was  but  natural  for  the  Ami 
party  to  make  use  of  their  concessions,  and  raise  their  OM 
credit  upon  the  ruins  of  antiquity.  And  when  we  considtf 
again  in  what  vogue  and  authority  Episcopius  and  Gsh 
cellseus  have  been,  we  need  as  little  wonder,  that  aoDe 
should  be  infected  with  their  poisoned  reasonings,  and  sleep 
secure  in  damnable  heresy,  having  such  plausible  advocates 
to  defend  them.  This  I  presume  is  a  very  fair  accooDt  tbat 
may  be  given  of  the  present  subtle  growth  of  Ariaaism 
and  Photinianism  in  thege  latter  ages. 

Now  it  were  to  be  wished  indeed,  that  the  unwary  conces- 
sions of  so  many  learned  men  had  not  given  such  advantage 
to  the  common  adversary,  as  either  to  hardenr  them  in  a  false 
belief,  or  make  them  pretend  to  attack  the  Catholic  fiutk 
as  it  were  upon  its  own  ground  and  with  its  own  weapons. 
But  since  such  dangerous  breaches  have  been  made  upon 
the  two  great  bulwarks  of  Christianity,  Scripture  and  Anti- 
quity, by  means  of  these  concessions,  it  will  at  least  become 
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those  who  profess  to  believe  the  Divinity  of  Christ,  to  be  as 
careful  in  securing,  as  others  are  subtle  in  undermining,  the 
prime  foundations  of  the  Catholic  Faith.  And  therefore  in 
opposition  to  the  first  of  these  concessions  and  the  vain  pre- 
tence that  is  built  upon  them,  I  proceed, 

3dly.  To  shew  that  notwithstanding  any  concessions  of 
Catholic  authors,  the  Arian  and  Photinian  doctrines  are  con- 
trary to  the  plainest  and  most  indubitable  of  Scripture  and 
primitive  writers  for  the  three  first  ages  after  Christ. 

To  prove  out  of  Scripture  that  they  are  false  doctrines,  I 
will  endeavour  to  moke  this  proposition  appear:  viz.  that 
upon  supposition  only  that  the  Scripture  had  designed  to 
say,  that  our  Saviour  was  truly  God,  it  could  not  have 
expressed  itself  in  more  significant  and  erophatical  terms  to 
that  purpose,  than  it  now  has  done :  consequently,  we  have 
as  much  proof  for  the  truth  of  our  Saviour^s  Divinity,  as  the 
nature  of  the  thing  is  capable  of,  or  as  we  can  have  for  the 
truth  of  any  proposition  of  this  nature :  which  with  unpreju- 
diced men  is  a  very  sufficient  reason  for  believing  it. 

To  make  this  appear  to  be  so,  we  must  first  enquire,  what 
arc  those  peculiar  terms  and  characters,  by  which  it  is  pos- 
sible to  describe  a^Divine  nature,  and  distinguish  it  from  all 
other  beings :  and  then  shew  that  these  are  properly  applied 
to  our  Saviour.     Now  these  perhaps,  upon  the  strictest  en- 
quiry, cannot  be  conceived  to  be  any  other  than  some  of 
these  five  sorts :  I .  either  the  proper  names  and  appellations 
of  God,  or  2.  the  incommunicable  attributes  and  properties 
of  such  a  being ;  or  3.   the   operations  and  actions  that 
belong  peculiarly  to   such  a  nature ;   or  4.  that   peculiar 
honour  and  adoration  which  is  solely  to  be  paid  to  the  Sove- 
reign Being  ;  or  5.  that  which  is  commonly  called  the  formal 
notion  and  definition  of  a  Divine  nature.   These  are  the  pro- 
per and  only  ways  to  describe  a  Divine  nature  by ;  so  that  if  it 
be  possible  to  distinguish  a  Divine  nature  from  all  others  by 
such  peculiar  characters;  (and  no  one  certainly  will  pretend 
to  call  that  in  question)  then  if  our  Saviour  be  described  in 
Scripture  under  all  these  peculiar  characters  of  a  Divine 
nature.  He  must  be  verily  and  truly  God.     At  least  we  have 
as  great  proof  of  his  being  so,  as  the  nature  of  the  thing  is 
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capable  of,  or  as  is  possible  to  be  given  ;  atid  it  womld  be 
highly  unreasonable  to  desire  more.  For  this  is  as  mndtt 
proof  for  oar  Saviour^s  Divinity  (supposing  Him  to  be  descfib* 
ed  under  these  characters)  as  we  have  for  his  bomauljr. 
If  we  were  to  prove  Him  to  be  a  man,  we  could  only  ioU 
by  shewing*  that  He  is  described  under  all  the  characten  of 
human  nature.  And  if  his  being  described  under  the  db* 
racters  of  Ood  will  not  prove  Him  to  be  God,  neither  willMl 
being  described  under  the  characters  of  man  prove  Him  K) 
be  a  real  man.  Therefore  those  primitive  heretics,  wko 
denied  his  humanity^  were  altogether  as  reasonable  as  AcM 
who  now  dispute  his  Divinity :  for  the  case  and  proofs b«lll^ 
alike  in  both,  he  who  pretends  to  question  one^  may  by  die 
very  same  reason  question  both.  For  now  we  can  sbetr, 
that  we  have  as  much  reason  to  believe  our  Saviour  lo  b^ 
Ood  as  to  be  man ;  because  He  is  described  under  all  die 
characters  of  a  divine  as  well  as  human  nature.  Ist  Beb 
properly  and  without  restriction  styled  God.  2.  All  A* 
incommunicable  attributes  and  properties  of  such  a  beiii|f 
ikre  ascribed  to  Him.  3.  All  the  actions  likewise  belonging 
to  a  Divine  nature.  4.  That  worship  and  adoration  whi^  U 
solely  due  to  God.  5.  Lastly  He  is  described  under  the 
formal  notion  and  definition  of  a  Divine  nature. 

The  time  will  not  permit  me  to  insist  upon  all  these,  aoJ 
therefore  I  will  endeavour  to  make  good  that  which  will  the, 
most  indisputably  prove  our  Saviour  to  be  Ood.    vk.  Ks 
being  described  under  the  formal  notion  and  definition  of  I 
Divine  nature.    And  here  we  must  first  enquire  what  is  tlie 
proper  notion  of  a  Divine  nature.     Now  this,  so  far  as  we 
can  frame  an  idea  of  Divinity  either  by  the  help  of  reason 
or  revelation,  consists  in  these  two  things.     1.  That  Oodil 
a  beings  of  necessary  and  eternal  existence,  not  preoarioirt 
or  depending  upon  the  will  and  pleasure  of  any  other  for 
his  being.    2.  That  He  is  the  arbitrary  cause  of  all  oth^ 
beings,  which  may  be  or  not  be  according*  to  the  will  and 
pleasure  of  him  who  makes  them  be.     These  are  the  first 
and  principal  notions  we  can  have  of  Ood :  and  it  is  what 
our  adversaries  themselves  allow  to  be  a  true  description  of 
a  Divine  nature,  as  well  in  revelation  as  in  reason.     For  ns 


THE   DIVINITY   OF   CHRIST.  351 

he  Platonist^  who  speaks  the  voice  of  nature,  defines  Ood 
0  be,  '^  mens  externa  et  causa  boni  in  naturd  /'  so  Ood  in 
Jcriptare,  when  He  describes  Himself,  does  it  by  those  very 
jiaracters:  1st.  that  He  is  the  d  tSv,  **  I  am  that  I  am/*  the 
ieitig'  that  eternally  exists,  the  Alpha  and  Omega,  the  be- 
^ning  and  the]end,  the  first  and  the  last:  2dly,  that  He  is  the 
}od,  who  made  the  world.  So  that  if  we  can  prove,  1.  that 
nr  Saviour  is  an  eternal  being  of  necessary  existence ;  and 
•  tbat  He  made  the  world :  we  prove  every  thing  to  the 
locinian  that  he  requires  of  us.  This  indeed  will  not  con- 
bAI  the  Arian,  who  will  sometimes  own  that  Christ  is  both 
lemal  and  the  maker  of  the  world,  and  yet  deny  that  He  is 
hid.  But  if  men  will  be  so  unreasonable  as  to  maintain 
lerfect  contradictions ;  and  assert  that  the  properest  idea  of 

Divine  nature  belongs  to  Christ,  and  yet  after  all,  that  He  is 
toi  of  a  Divine  nature :  we  are  not  obliged  to  convince  such 
Ben,  whose  understandings  run  counter  to  common  sense 
ind  are  proof  against  all  conviction.  It  shall  suflSce  there* 
ore  to  shew,  that  our  Saviour  is  an  eternal  necessary  exist- 
tk^  Being,  and  that  He  made  the  world ;  consequently  that 
Ae  18  of  a  Divine  nature. 

To  prove  these  two  things  from  Scripture,  though  many 
inanswerable  texts  might  be  alleged,  I  shall  only  cite  two, 
>at  they  shall  be  such  as  will  admit  of  no  evasion.  The  one 
nfaliibly  proves  Him  to  be  a  being  of  necessary  existence, 
md  the  other  as  clearly  evinces  that  the  world  was  made  by 
Him.  His  necessary  eternal  existence  is  irrefragably  deduced 
firom  onr  Saviour's  own  character  of  Himself,  John,  5.  26. 
pfbich  is,  **  that  as  the  Father  hath  life  in  Himself,  so  hath 
He  given  the  Son  to  have  life  in  Himself !"  Here  by  the 
Feather's  having  life  in  Himself  in  the  former  clause,  is 
mdoubtedly  meant  that  eternal  necessary  exi^$tence  which  is 
ihe  proper  life  of  Ood:  all  other  beings,  though  they  do  now 
^list,  being  only  of  an  arbitrary  and  precarious  existence, 
ibat  once  had  no  being,  and  may  by  the  same  power  that 
irst  created  them,  be  again  reduced  to  their  primitive 
vething.  But  now  the  text  tells  us,  the  life  of  Christ  is  not 
if  this  latter  kind,  but  such  a  life  as  is  the  life  of  Ood.  And 
bat  that  is  necessary  eternal  existence,  it  is  to  be  hoped  no 
me  that  owns  any  Ood  at  all  will  pretend  to  deny.     So  that 
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if  we  will  believe  our  Saviour  Himself,  his  own  existenceii 
no  less  necessary  and  eternal  than  that  of  the  Father ;  only 
with  this  difference,  that  the  Father  has  this  necessary  eail 
ence  not  only  in  Himself,  but  from  Himself:  the  Son  Ml 
from  Himself  but  as  the  notion  of  a  Son  implies,  by  elerid 
origination  from  the  Father. 

The  other  passage,  proving  Him  to  be  the  Creator  of  dM 
world,  is  that  famous  allegation  of  the  author  to  the  Hebrevi, 
chap.  1.  vers.  10.  II.  12.  where  what  the  Psalmist  uodoab^ 
edly  speaks  of  the  Creator,  is  taken  by  the  Apostle  and  pio- 
perly  applied  to  our  Saviour.  "  Thou,  Lord,  in  the  beginning 
hast  laid  the  foundations  of  the  earth,  and  the  heavens  am 
the  works  of  thy  hands :  they  shall  perish,  but  Thou  remaiaif ' 
est ;  and  they  all  shall  wax  old  as  doth  a  garment ;  and  •• 
a  vesture  shalt  Thou  fold  them,  and  they  shall  be  changeds 
but  Thou  art  the  same,  and  thy  years  shall  not  faiL^  Thill 
strikes  at  the  very  root  of  Arianism,  and  proves  at  onoebiA 
that  our  Saviour  is  the  Creator  of  the  world,  and  that  H»  U 
of  an  eternal  necessary  existence,  immutable  and  unchangpi^ 
able  in  his  nature.  He  is  not  Himself  a  creature,  as  Ami 
pretended,  aXXoiforo^y  or  mutabiliier  foetus,  but  That  Loi4 
who  in  the  beginning  laid  the  foundations  of  the  earth,  attf^ 
who  shall  hereafter  change  it  again  ;  That  Lord  who  foreitf 
continues  the  same,  and  whose  years  cannot  fail. 

Nor  can  the  Socinians  deny,  but  that  here  the  Apostb 
speaks  of  the  old  creation.  Only  they  would  have  it,  tint 
our  Saviour  is  not  here  said  to  be  the  efficient,  but  only  At 
final  cause  of  the  world.  'Edc/xcXfoKrac,  i.  e.,  causa  fmai 
cur  fundareiur :  et  opus  manuum  tuarum,  id  est,  pr^ofkf 
ie  factum — quia  constabat  inter  Hebneos  mundum  kmn 
Messi(B  causa  conditum.  So  the  author  under  the  nameof 
Grotius.  But  if  such  forced  interpretations  may  be  allowed ' 
to  pass  upon  plain  words,  it  will  be  impossible  to  prove aay 
thing  in  the  world.  We  prove  to  the  Socinians  out  otMok 
1.  3.  that  all  things  were  made  by  Christ,  and  without  Hki 
was  not  any  thing  made  that  was  made :  and  out  of  CoL  >% 
16.  that  by  Him  all  things  were  created  that  are  in  heavit 
and  that  are  in  earth,  visible  and  invisible,  thrones,  doniii« 
nions,  principalities  and  powers :  and  then  they  tell  us,  thi8:i» 
only  meant  of  the  metaphorical  new-creation  under  the  Gh>s- 
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fd.  We  prove  to  them  again  from  this  passage  of  the 
Hebrews,  that  our  Saviour  is  the  author  of  the  first  and  old 
elation :  and  then  they  tell  us.  He  is  not  the  proper  cause 
of  the  world,  but  only  the  cause  why  it  was  made.  Now  at 
this  rate  of  interpreting  Scripture  we  can  have  no  certainty 
of  the  sense  of  words,  but  may  as  well  say  that  man  is  the 
Bieator  of  the  world,  because  the  world  was  made  for  his 
like ;  or  that  there  was  no  creation  at  all,  because  the  first 
if  Genesis,  by  the  help  of  a  thing  called  metaphor,  may  be 
Btcfrpreted  away,  as  well  as  the  first  of  St.  John.  ^*  In  the 
legioning  God  created  the  heaven  and  the  earth,''  accord- 
ng  to  the  Socinian  way  of  interpreting  Scripture  will  be  no 
but  this :  in  the  beginning  t.  e.  when  there  was  a  ne- 
»ity  of  new  regulating  the  world,  God,  i.  e,  kings  and 
{tfaices  or  some  mighty  monarchs,  who  are  called. gods  in 
Impture,  created,  i.  e,  new  modelled  and  disciplined,  heaven 
od  earth,  i.  e,  the  savage  and  untractable  world  of  men. 
knd  so  the  old  creation  is  wholly  superseded  and  set  aside 
If  this  new  invented  art  of  criticism. 

Bat  now  Melancthon's  reflection  is  here  again  very  sea- 
ODable :  ''  Has  impias  pnestigias  fugiamus  et  ezecremur, 
i  Mciamus  in  hoc  articulo  aliter  Ecclesiam  loqui^  The 
/atholic  Church  never  allowed  such  forced  interpretations 
if  plain  words,  but  always  believed  our  Saviour  to  be  that 
iternal  necessary  existing  Being  who  made  the  world,  which 
aads  me  to  the  second  part  of  the  first  assertion,  viz.  to  shew 
hat  the  Divinity  of  our  Saviour  was  maintained  as  a  most 
ertain  truth  in  the  three  first  ages  of  the  Church. 
This,  would  the  time  permit,  might  easily  be  demonstrated, 
y  shewing  that  all  the  five  forementioned  characters  of  a 
Kvine  nature  are  properly  and  without  the  least  amphibo- 
Dgy  ascribed  to  Him  by  the  primitive  writers.  For  1.  They 
Iways  absolutely  and  without  restriction  style  Him  God. 
lus  is  so  well  known,  that  the  heathens  objected  it  to 
iiem ;  whic  hthey  never  denied,  but  still  always  owned  Him 
jr  their  God.  2.  They  ascribe  unto  Him  all  the  peculiar 
ttributes  of  a  Divine  nature,  omniscience,  omnipotence, 
mni presence,  &e.  3.  The  most  proper  and  essential  actions 
f  God,  as  the  power  of  forgiving  sins :  telling  us  at  the 
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same  time  that  no  one  can  forgive  sins  but  God.    4.  They 
worshipped  Him  with  Divine  honour  of  all  sorts^  as  well 
with  internal  acts  of  faith^  hope,  trust,  as  the  external  ids 
of  invocation,  adoration,  doxology  and  thanksgiving.    Thk 
is  so  well  known  to  have  been  their  practice,  and  withal  dul 
it  was  their  doctrine,  that  no  creature  whatsoever  was  to  be 
worshipped  but  only  God,  (because  it  is  idolatry  to  WQh 
ship  any  thing  which  by  nature  is  not  God),  that  he  mail 
have  a  very  mean  opinion  of  all  the  Primitive  Fathers,  who 
can  think  they  should  so  palpably  condemn  themselvea  d 
gross  idolatry,  as  they  must  needs  do  upon  their  own  pni* 
ciples^  if  they  gave  Divine  honour  to  Christ,  whilst  they  dU 
not  believe  Him  to  be  God.    This  argument  is  so  full  and 
strong,  that  we  may  challenge  all  the  Socinians  in  the  worid 
to  give  it  the  least  shadow  of  an  answer.  5.  They  assert, dial 
He  is  essentially  God,  and  describe  Him  under  the  fotml 
notion  and  definition  of  a  Divine  nature,  as  that  eteinil 
necessarily  existent  Being  that  made  the  world.     Whksb  il 
the  only  thing  at  present  I  am  concerned  to  shew.    Aid 
this  I  shall  do  very  briefly,  by  producing  a  few  clear  pif* 
sages  out  of  the  most  ancient  and  authentic  writers,  v^idl 
interpret  literally  all  those  places  of  Scripture,  that  mehl 
the  essence  of  Christ  consist  in  necessarily  eternal  existeneib. 
and  ascribe  unto  Him  the  creation  of  the  world. 

I  begin  with  creation.  St.  Barnabas  and  Hermes  PluMr 
are  two  of  the  most  ancient  authors  we  have  remainief  I 
and  they  both  ascribe  the  creation  to  our  Saviour.  St 
nabas  says,  it  was  Christ  to  whom  God  the  Father  nii. 
Gen.  ].  Let  us  make  man  ;  and  that  the  sun  is  the  woik  flf] 
his  hands,  fjkiov  tpyov  xupwv  avrsy  &c.  Barn.  Epist.  cap.  4 
p.  218.  Edit.  Voss. 

In  like  manner  Hermes  Pastor,  "  Toius  ab  eo  sustenUUm, 
orbis,  et  omnis  Dei  creatura  per  Filium  ejus  sustentaJhtr^i 
The  whole  world  is  sustained  by  Him,  and  every  creaium 
God  is  upheld  by  his  Son.     Herm.  Similitud.  9. 

These  apostolical   men   knew   nothing   of   the   mi 
sophistry  of  a  metaphorical  creation,  or  of  Christ's 
only  the  final  cause  of  the  old  world,  and  that  is  a 
proof  to  us,  that  these  new  interpreters  speak  not  the 
of  the  Apostles. 
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Id  the  next  age  we  have,  first,  JustiQ  Martyr,  who  in  his 
{MStle  to  Diognetos,  p.  498,  styles  our  Saviour  rov  r€xv(nfv 
u  Sif/ifi«p7ov  TtSv  oXciiv,  the  canlriver  and  maker  of  all  things. 
igaiD,  both  in  his  first  and  second  Apology,  he  tells  us, 
lat  God  did  Sti  Xiys  roy  Koafiov  irot^aai,  create  the  world 
If  the  Logos,  or  Word,  by  which  St.  John  says  all  things 
'ere  made.     Just.  Apol.  1.  p.  44.  and  Apol.  2.  p.  97. 

Next  after  him,  TheophUus,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  in  his 
eeond  Book  to  Autolychus,  p.  81,  tells  us,  that  God  made 
II  things  by  Him,  Si  avrs  iravTa  ircirociiiccv ;  and  that  He  is 
lilled  opx^iy  the  beginning,  or  ruler  and  governor  of  all 
lings,  because  He  rules  and  moderates  all  the  works,  which 
[e  himself  made,  ore  ag\H  locu  Kvpuvu  iravrctiv  nSv  Si  avri 
>&l|U£spYt}/ilv(iiy.  And  here  we  may  observe  that  Theophi- 
18,  witfi  many  others  of  the  Ancients,  did  so  interpret  the 
irat  of  Genesis,  as  to  make  in  principio  to  be  the  same 
Hh  in  Filio.  In  the  beginning  God  made  heaven  and 
ifth ;  that  is,  say  many  of  the  Ancients,  God  the  Father 
Y  the  Son  made  the  world.  Hence  ap\ri  and  principium 
Bcame  proper  names  of  the  Son  of  God,  as  well  as  Logos: 
dcause  He  was  the  authorand  principle  of  all  things.  Thus 
^igen,  in  his  Comment  upon  the  First  of  Gen.  "  Quod  est 
fuuum  principium  nisi  Dominus  noster  et  Salvator  om- 
mm  Jesus  Christus  Primogenitus  omnis  creaturae  ?  In  hoc 
yo  Principio,  hoc  est,  in  Verbo  suo,  Deu^  cerium  et  terram 
iii"  To  the  same  purpose  he  there  applies  the  words  of 
t  John,  ^'  All  things  were  made  by  Him  :^'  And  then  con- 
hides,  **  Non  ergo  hie  temporale  aliquod  principium  dicit; 
td  in  Principio,  id  est,  in  Salvator e,  factum  esse  dicit  cce- 
im  et  terram^  et  omnia  qu^  facta  sut^.^^ 

Nay,  some  of  them  went  so  far  as  to  assert,  that  it  was 
litten  in  the  Hebrew  original,  ^*  By  the  Son,  God  made 
leaven  and  earth.''  St.  Jerome,  in  his  questions  upon 
Gnosis,  cites  three  authors  for  this  opinion  ;  Tertullian,  in 
M  Book  against  Praxeas ;  St  Hilary,  in  his  Comment  upon 
ie  Psalms ;  and  the  author  of  the  Dispute  betwixt  Jason. 
k1  Papiseus,  who  is  a  very  ancient  writer,  commended  by 
'ffigen  in  bis  4th  Book  against  Celsus.  Now,  whether 
.Cher  this  reading  or  the  interpretation  be  true,  is  none  of 

2  A  2 
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OUT  present  concern  :  the  only  thing  we  observe  at  present, 
is  this,  that  the  Primitive  Fathers  of  the  three  first  oelK 
turies  were  so  fully  persuaded  that  our  Saviour  was  tbe 
Creator  of  the  world,  that  they  thought  they  could  dedooe 
it  out  of  the  first  of  Genesis,  which  Socinus  himself  iniiit 
needs  allow  to  be  meant  of  the  first  creation. 

I  might  here  go  on  to  add  many  other  authors  of  the  second 
and  third  centuries  remaining  yet  behind,  viz.  AthenagoraSi 
Tatian,  Irenaeus,  TertuUian,  Origen,  Clemens,  Alexandriiwi} 
Cyprian,  Dionysius  Alexandrinus,  Diony  sius  Romanus,  Ntvi^ 
tian,  Aruobius,  and  Lactantius:  of  all  whom  we  can  safely 
say,  that  they  interpret  all  the  passages  of  Scripture,  mHA 
prove  our  Saviour  to  be  the  creator  of  the  world,  to  thefery 
same  sense,  which  we  now  put  upon  them.  And  fuitber 
we  may  challenge  the  most  learned  Socinian  in  the  worl  dto 
produce  us  but  any  one  single  passage  of  any  one  Catholie 
author,  that  ever  maintained,  what  they  now  do,  that  our 
Saviour  is  only  the  author  of  the  new  creation  and  no  mote 
but  the  final  cause  of  the  old  world. 

Now  this  being  the  difference  betwixt  us  and  the  So(»u*' 
ans,  that  we  have  the  plain  sense  of  Scripture  on  our  side, 
and  the  concurrent  judgment  of  all  wise  and  sober  men  fa 
sixteen  whole  centuries  together:  whilst  they  are  forced  to 
offer  the  greatest  violence  to  Scripture,  and  wrest  phis 
words  to  a  most  unnatural  sense,  to  defend  an  hypothsfltt 
which  was  never  maintained  by  any  one  Catholic  autlior: 
we  think  we  have  all  imaginable  reason  to  conclude,  diat 
our  Saviour  is,  in  the  most  proper  sense,  the  Creator  of  the 
world.  Consequently,  by  the  Socinian's  own  confession, 
He  must  be  the  very  and  eternal  God ;  since  they  themselves 
own  that  God  and  Creator  are  convertible  terms,  and  differ 
no  otherwise  than  as  the  definition  and  thing  defined,  whidi 
always  mutually  imply  and  and  infer  one  another. 

2.  The  writers  of  the  three  first  centuries  are  universally 
agreed,  not  only  that  our  Saviour  is  the  Creator  of  the  worli 
who  gives  an  arbitrary,  precarious,  and  contingent  being  to 
all  other  things ;  but  also  that  He  himself  is  an  etenial, 
necessarily  existent  Being,  who  depends  upon  the  will  and 
pleasure  of  no  other  for  his  being,  but  is  wholly  immutable 
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and  aDchaiig*eable  in  his  oatare.    This  has  been  fully  and 
mianswerably  made  out  by  the  learned  Dr.  Bull  in  his  Defen- 
lio  Fidei  NicensB,  which  will  stand^as  an  eternal  confutation 
of  Arianism,  notwithstandhig  the  little  attempts  that  have 
been  made  against  it.     Therefore,  I  shall  only  here  add  a 
pasage  or  two  by  way  of  comment  upon  St.  John's  words, 
*'  As  the  Father  hath  life  in  Himself,  so  hath  He  given  to 
the  Son  to  have  life  in  Himself,^'  to  shew  that  the  Ancients 
understood  those  words  in  the  same  sense  we  now  do  ;  viz. 
that  the  life  and  being  of  the  Son  is  not  the  precarious  con- 
tingent being  of  the  creature,  but  that  essential  necessary 
immutable  life  and  existence,  which  is  the  proper  life  of 
God. 

Ignatius,  in  his  epistle  to  the  Ephesians  (p.  21.  Ed.  Voss,) 
styles  Him  the  true  life,  ^0117  aXi|0iv7|,  and  exempts  Him  in  his 
Divine  nature  from  the  order  of  the  creatures,  calling  Him 
both  yivijfrog  kcu  dyevnrocy  /actus  et  non  factuSy  created  as 
many  uncreated  as  God,  Now  true  life,  and  life  uncreated 
IB  doubtless  essential  life,  or  life  in  himself,  as  St  John 
styles  it.  This  passage  is  the  more  illustrious,  because  of 
the  antiquity  of  its  author,  and  his  acquaintance  with  the 
Apostles.  Nor  can  any  one  reasonably  question  its  being 
genuine,  because  it  is  now  found  in  the  Florentine  Greek, 
published  by  Vossius,  and  in  the  old  Latin  translations, 
published  by  Bishop  Usher,  and  it  is  cited  by  three  ancient 
authors  of  unquestionable  credit,  Athanasius,  Gelasius,  and 
Theodoret,  all  agreeing  in  substance,  without  any  material 
variation. 

To  Ignatius  may  be  added  another  piece  of  venerable 
antiquity  (whoever  was  the  author  of  it),  viz.  The  Testament 
of  the  Twelve  Patriarchs  as  it  called,  a  treatise  written  in 
the  second  century  by  a  Christian,  at  least  a  Judaizing  Chris- 
tian, as  learned  men  have  determined.  There  Simeon,  one 
of  the  Patriarchs,  is  introduced  prophesying  of  the  Messias 
in  these  words,  '^  Tunc  Dominus  Deus  magnus  Israel  ap^ 
parebit  in  terra  ut  homo,  et  salvabit  in  ipso  Adam!'''  Then 
shall  the  Great  God  of  Israel  appear  upon  earth  as  a  man, 
and  save  mankind  thereby.     This,  whether  it  be  the  speech 
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of  a  Jew,  or  Christian,  is  ceriaiDly  a  very  pregnant  proof  of 
the  author's  faith,  and  she\¥s  that  he  believed  the  Mesiiai 
should  be  the  eternal  God :  for  doubtless  the  Great  God  of 
Israel  can  be  no  other  but  the  eternal  Crod,  the  o  «»v,  or 
Jehovah^  whose  very  essence  is  existence  or  life  in  Himsrit 

Justin  Martyr  expressly  tells  us  in  one  place,  Parsenessd 
Grse,  that  the  God  which  appeared  to  Moses  in  the  biuii 
was  the  o  cSv,  the  living  and  true  God.  And  yet  bolk  hi 
and  all  the  Ante-Nicene  Fathers  agree,  that  it  was  God 
the  Son,  who  appeared  to  Moses  and  the  other  Patriaicbs 
by  way  of  pnelwiium  to  the  incarnation.  Now  let  us  pit 
these  two  things  together  in  form,  and  they  amoiiiil  to  • 
full  proof,  that  our  Saviour  is  the  d  cSv,  or  the  living  and 
eternal  God.    For  the  argument  will  be  dius  : 

He  that  appeared  to  Moses  in  the  bush,  is  the  living  tnd 
true  Grod  : 

Christ  is  the  God  that  ippeared  to  Moses  in  the  bash: 

Therefore,  Christ  is  the  living  and  true  God. 

Both  the  propositions  of  this  argument  are  the  Fathtt^i-' 
therefore,  unless  we  can  suppose  them  to  have  been  dia 
weakest  logicians  that  ever  lived,  they  who  give  us  the  prt- 
mises,  must  needs  own  the  conclusion. 

I  shall  but  add  one  author  more,  that  is  Origen,  whohM 
generally  been  thought  a  friend  to  Arianism,  but  very  un- 
justly: for  in  one  place  he  styles  our  Saviour  £sseii(iife 
Banumy  jrtpi  dpxwv  (Lib.  1 .  c.  5.) ;  and  in  another  place^flvro- 
aofia,  dvroXojogy  and  aurooX^dcca,  essential  tffisdom^este^ 
iicU  recison,  and  essential  truth.  (Cont.  Cels.  Lib.  3.  p.  13t) 
And  in  a  third  place,  adauaroc  Beoc  Aoyoc*  the  iwnm^rUi 
Crody  Ibid.  Lib.  4.  p.  170.;  which  is  as  much  as  St.  BaoTi 
dvro^cmi,  and  Athanasius's  ovro^cJc*  which  certainly  are  DOi 
short  of  necessary  existence  or  the  life  of  Grod. 

To  these  it  were  easy  to  add  many  other  passages  of  tbe 
same  importance :  but  these  I  presume  are  sufficient  to  sbew 
the  sense  of  the  primitive  waiters  concerning  the  life  of 
Christ ;  that  it  is  not  any  created,  contingent,  or  precarioos 
Being,  but  an  essential  necessary  existence,  such  as  is  tb^ 
life  of  God.     Whence  upon  the  whole  it  appears,  that  ^ 
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)  of  our  Saviour's  Divinity  is  the  true  doctrioe  both 
ture  and  Antiquity,  both  which  represent  Him  under 
>erest  notion  and  idea  of  a  Divine  nature,  as  an  eter- 
essarily  existent  Being  who  made  the  world.  Conse- 

the  doctrine  which  denies  the  IKvinity  of  our 
,  is  a  false  doctrine,  contrary  to  the  plainest  and  most 
ble  sense  of  Scripture  and  Antiquity  for  the  three 
ss,  which  was  the  proposition  to  be  shewn, 
im  now  in  the  fourth  and  last  place  to  shew,  that  it 
aly  a  false  doctrine,  but  also  heretical  and  damnable  ; 
able  heresy,  that  will  bring  upon  the  authors  swift 
Lion.  This  will  need  little  proof,  if  we  reflect  but 
hat  has  been  said  in  the  first  part  of  this  discourse, 
cinianism  is  nothing  else  but  the  revival  of  the  ancient 
}  of  Ebion,  Artemas,  Theodotus,  Theodotion,  and 

Samosatensis ;  all  which  were  condemned  as  here- 
the  Catholic  Church  long  before  the  Council  of  Nice, 
ire  things  so  well  known  to  all,  who  are  not  wholly 
ainted  with  Ecclesiastical  History  and  the  state  of 
mitive  Church,  that  he  must  betray  either  very  great 
ice  or  great  partiality,  whoever  goes  about  to  justify 
inism  upon  pretence  of  its  being  allowed  as  an  inno- 
ror  by  the  Primitive  Christians.  The  learned  author 
Judicium  Ecclesiac  Catholicae  lias  sufficiently  account- 
h  Episcopius  for  this  pretence,  and  shewn  us  most 
;ely  exactly,  as  the  manner  of  that  author  is,  these 
hings,  1st  that  all  the  Ante-Nicene  Fathers  have 
dy  and  positively  declared,  that  the  doctrine  of  our 
r^s  Divinity  is  necessarily  to  be  known  and  believed 
r  to  salvation.  2.  That  they  anathematized  and  con- 
d  all  as  heretics  who  did  not  believe  it.  3.  That  they 
nto  their  creeds  and  compepdiums  of  necessary  Arti- 

Faitb.  Which  three  considerations  are  undeniable 
that  they  looked  upon  the  belief  of  our  Saviours 
y  to  be  necessary  to  salvation.  And  yet  if  this  argu- 
leeded  further  confirmation,  two  other  considerations 
be  added :  1 .  tliat  tbey  believed  it  necessary  for  man's 
ption  that  God  should  become  incarnate  ;  or  that  the 
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Mediator,  who  was  to  recoDcile  God  and  man,  should  be 
partaker  of  both  natures.  2.  That  even  to  deny  his  humanity 
is  by  them  accounted  damnable  heresy,  though  a  man 
believe  Him  to  have  pre-existed  in  his  spiritual  nature. 
Whence  we  might  now  strongly  infer,  that  they,  who  thought 
it  damnable  heresy  to  deny  our  Saviour^s  humanity,  could 
not  but  think  it  much  more  so  to  deny  his  Divinity ;  since,  if 
a  reverence  be  to  be  had  to  either,  certainly  the  principal 
regard  is  to  be  shewn  to  his  Divine  nature.  These  things 
might  very  seasonably  and  properly  be  urged  at  this  junc- 
ture, to  shew  the  necessity  of  believing  the  incarnation  and 
satisfaction  made  by  our  Saviour ;  but  the  managing  of  them 
would  require  a  longer  discourse.  I  shall  therefore  only 
make  one  short  reflection  upon  what  has  been  said,  and 
therewith  conclude. 

It  appears  from  the  premises,  that  many  learned  men  have 
mistaken  the  sense  of  the  Primitive  Fathers  concerning  the 
Divinity  of  our  Saviour,  and  unjustly  accused  them  of  Arian- 
ism  and  Tritheism,  to  the  great  prejudice  of  the  Catholic 
faith.      Hence  I  would  infer  the  great  danger  of  relying 
wholly  upon  modem  authors,  and  reading  primitive  writers 
with  other  men^s  eyes,  especially  the  eyes  of  the  School- 
men :  who,  to  advance  particular  hypotheses  of  their  own, 
have  made  many  dangerous  breaches  upon  the  common 
faith  of  Christians.     The  sure  and  only  way  to  find  out  truth 
is  to  seek  it  in  its  first  fountains  and  original  Scriptures, 
interpreted  by  the  best  Antiquity.     Those  are  known  rules 
of  Vincentius  Lirinensis  and  Tertullian.    Id  verum  quodpri" 
mum  :  and,  Id  Catholicum  quod  semper^  quod  ubique,  quod 
apud  omnes.     He  that  keeps  close  to  these  rules,  may, 
perhaps,  sometimes  swim  against  the  stream  of  modern  au- 
thors ;  but  he  has  this  security  on  his  side,  that  he  shall  never 
mistake  the  common  faith  of  Christians.      For,  to  use  the 
words  of  a  primitive  writer,  "  What  Christ  Himself  taught, 
and  the  Apostles  preached,  and  the  Fathers  delivered,  and 
the  Martyrs  confirmed,  must  needs  be  the  common  faith  of 
Christians :    and  he  cannot  believe  or  speak  amiss,   that 
believes  and  speaks  as  he  has  been  taught  by  them.'^  There* 
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fore,  to  conclude,  let  us  not  be  shaken  by  any  unwary  con- 
cessions or  false  pretences  of  any  modern,  however  other- 
wise learned,  authors :  but  first  enquire  impartially  ourselves 
what  the  primitive  truth  was ;  and  then  hold  fast  the  faith 
which  was  once  delivered  to  the  Saints.  So  shall  we  nei- 
ther be  false  teachers,  nor  bring  in  damnable  heresies,  nor 
deny  the  Lord  that  bought  us. 
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BUY    THE    TRUTH- 


A  SERMON 

PREACHED  AT  THE  VISITATION  AT  WINCHESTER, 


SEPT.  16,  1697. 


PRO V.  Chap,  xxiii.  Ver.  23.— Buy  the  Truths  and  sell  it  not. 

It  is  the  observation  of  the  wise  man,  whose  words  we 
have  DOW  repeated,  that  the  purchase  of  truth  and  sound  wis- 
dom is  the  most  valuable  thing  in  the  world.  '*  Happy  is  the 
mao/^  says  be,  ''  that  findeth  wisdom,  and  the  man  that 
getteth  understanding,  for  the  merchandize  of  it  is  better 
than  the  merchandize  of  silver,  and  the  gain  thereof  than 
fine  gold :  she  is  more  precious  than  rubies,  and  all  the 
things  thou  canst  desire,  are  not  to  be  compared  unto  her.^^ 
chap.  3.  13. 

And  in  this  he  seems  only  to  speak  in  some  measure  the 
general  sense  of  mankind.  For  though  many  men  be  deeply 
engaged  in  the  grossest  errors,  yet  all  pretend  to  have  a 
concern  for  truth,  and  to  look  upon  it  as  their  chiefest  hap- 
piness. So  that  should  we  so  far  abstract  from  experience 
as  to  consider  matters  only  in  the  theory,  one  might  be 
tempted  to  conclude  it  impossible  that  there  should  be  any 
such  thing  as  error  in  the  world.  And  doubtless,  it  would 
be  so,  were  there  neither  wickedness  nor  weakness  in  human 
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nature :  but  by  reason  of  those  it  eommoDly  fares  with  truth, 
as  it  does  with  happiness  and  virtue.  They  have  all  many 
pretended  admirers,  but  few  real  votaries ;  the  beauty  is 
seemingly  courted,  but  the  cloud  finally  embraced.  Hov 
eager  are  men  in  their  enquiries  after  happiness?  and  yet 
after  all,  how  few  do  truly  understand  where  their  real  hap- 
piness consists  1  How  much  fewer  take  the  measures  that 
are  proper  for  the  attainment  of  it  1  nay,  as  if  human  nature 
were  condemned  to  act  by  contradictions  in  a  pursuit  of 
happiness,  they  take  those  very  measures  that  will  mtke 
them  miserable.  Just  so  is  it  with  truth.  All  men  pretend  to 
be  searching  and  enquiring  after  it ;  most  men  are  buffi 
many  warm  and  zealous,  and  some  even  furious  and  coo- 
tentious  in  the  pursuit  of  it.  And  yet,  notwithstanding  this, 
ignorance  and  error  often  gain  as  many  proselytes  as  the 
cause  of  truth :  whilst  either  the  weakness  of  men^s  judg- 
ments, or  the  corruption  of  their  morals,  inclines  them  to 
take  wrong  measures,  they  become  an  easy  prey  to  the 
grand  deceiver,  who  knows  as  well  how  to  disguise  error  in 
the  habit  of  truth,  as  to  transform  himself  into  an  angel  of 
light.  Hence  it  comes  to  pass,  that  the  grossest  errors  are 
often  plausibly  vented  and  entertained  without  the  least 
suspicion ;  and  many  men  shew  greater  zeal  for  the  nonli- 
ual,  than  others  do  for  real  truths. 

The  experience  of  all  ages  confirms  the  truth  of  this  obser 
vation,  yet  perhaps  none  ever  more  than  our  own ;  in  which 
error  seems  to  have  taken  greater  heart  and  confidence  only 
by  giving  itself  some  new  and  flattering  names.  Now  Athe- 
ism walks  abroad  under  the  specious  name  of  Deism ;  the 
enemy  of  revelation  calls  himself  the  man  of  reason ;  the 
Anti-Trinitarian  in  his  own  cant  is  only  a  zealous  defender 
of  the  unity  of  the  Godhead ;  to  deny  the  incarnation  is  only 
to  speak  honorably  of  the  Deity ;  and  to  ridicule  a  mystery 
is  only  to  believe  cautiously  by  adequate  ideas  and  full  com* 
prehensions.  Thus  error  bespeaks  men^s  favour,  as  trifliog 
writings  usually  do  their  readers  with  a  glorious  empty  name 
on  purpose  to  deceive  them.  And  it  were  well  if  the  cheat 
in  both  cases  were  alike  inconsiderable ;  but  alas !  it  is  Dot 
an  empty  name  that  can  make  us  a  sufficient  recompense 
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T  the  loss  of  truth.  And  therefore  the  wise  roan^s  admo- 
tion  can  never  be  unseasonable^  especially  at  such  a  junc- 
ire :  *'  Buy  the  truth  and  sell  it  not/'  For  the  better  un- 
irstanding*  which  words  I  shall  endeavour  to  give  a  plain 
tsolation  of  these  four  enquiries. 

1.  What  that  truth  is,  we  are  obliged  to  buy  1  since  it  is 
srtain  all  truths  are  not  of  the  same  importance. 

2.  What  it  is  properly  to  buy  the  truth,  and  wherein  the 
orchase  of  it  consists  ? 

3.  What  are  the  reasons,  why,  notwithstanding  the  possi- 
ility  of  attaining  truth,  so  many  fail  of  the  attainment  of  it? 

4«  What  are  the  principal  rules  and  cautions  to  be  observ- 
d  in  order  to  distinguish  truth  from  error  ? 

After  which  I  shall  make  a  moral  reflection  or  two  upon 
he  whole,  and  therewith  conclude. 

1.  We  are  to' enquire  what  that  truth  is  which  we  are 
Miged  to  buy ;  because  all  truths  are  not  of  the  same  im- 
KMtanoe:  as  will  appear  by  laying  down  these  fourconclu- 
Bonn. 

1.  That  it  is  not  mere  philosophical  truths  we  are  com- 
nanded  to  enquire  after;  the  knowledge  of  these  indeed  may 
)•  very  honourable,  as  arguing  a  sprightly  genius,  a  pierc- 
ng  wit,  and  a  comprehensive  understanding:  and  if  they  be 
lach  truths,  as  may  be  instrumental  to  a  better  science,  they 
re  very  useful  too.  And  yet  it  would  be  hard  to  say  that 
he  knowledge  of  them  was  absolutely  necessary,  because 
be  greatest  part  of  the  world  have  no  opportunity  of  being 
cquainted  with  them.  So  that  we  may  safely  conclude  in 
be  Brst  place,  that  such  philosophical  truths  are  no  necessary 
art  of  that  enquiry  enjoined  us  in  the  text,  though  by  the 
ray  the  paios  which  some  men  take  to  account  for  the  phe- 
omena  of  nature,  and  resolve  the  mysteries  and  secrets  of 
i,  may  justly  upbraid  both  themselves  and  others,  who  allow 
lOt  the  least  share  of  their  thoughts  to  consider  truths 
>t  a  far  more  important  nature,  which  defect  is  certainly  one 
preat  cause  of  error :  but  of  this  more  by  and  by. 

2.  As  philosophical  truths  are  not  the  necessary  object  of 
>ur  enquiry,  so  neither  are  all  the  truths  of  Scripture,  for  there 
tre  some  truths  we  may  safely  be  ignorant  of ;  others  which 
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we  canDOt  possibly  know,  though  we  make  never  so  ttriel 
an  enquiry  after  them.  There  are  many  truths  of  Scripture, 
which  learned  men>  salvd  PietcUe^  have  always  differed  aboul^ 
and  taken  the  liberty  to  expound  every  man  in  his  own  sensul 
without  any  detriment  to  the  common  faith  or  breach  cf 
Christian  charity.  And  of  such  truths  a  man  may  safely  be 
ignorant :  or  else  who  could  be  saved. 

Again,  there  are  other  truths  in  Scripture,  which  we  canaot 
possibly  know,  though  we  make  never  so  strict  an  enquiiy 
after  them.  And  it  is  so  far  from  being  our  duty  to  kooir 
these,  that  it  is  our  duty  not  (o  know  them :  I  mean  not  to 
be  too  curious,  prying  or  inquisitive,  into  the  deep  things 
of  God,  which  no  man  knows  nor  can  know,  till  God  shiill 
think  fit  to  make  a  clearer  revelation  of  them.  It  was  ta 
excellent  saying  of  Sealiger's  to  this  purpose :  ^'  Nan  tdk 
scire  qutB  Mctgister  maximus  docere  non  vuli,  erudtia  (nr 
seitia  est.  "  It  is  a  most  learned  piece  of  ignorance  moitf 
be  unlling  to  know  what  our  great  Master  has  no  when 
been  pleased  to  reveaV  Our  Saviour  Himself  seems  to 
have  taught  us  this  humility  and  poverty  of  spirit  by  his 
own  example.  For  as  He  was  in  the  form  of  a  servant,  He 
was  content  to  let  his  human  nature  for  some  time  be  tgoo> 
rant  of  the  day  of  judgment.  So  the  Catholic  consent  of 
all  antiquity  has  interpreted  that  passage  of  St.  Mark,  13. 
**  Of  that  day  and  that  hour,  knoweth  no  man,  no  not  die 
Angels  in  heaven,  nor  the  Son,  but  the  Father."  And  Ire- 
naeus  particularly  applies  it  against  the  vanity  of  the  Gnoo- 
tics  of  his  age,  who  pretended  to  an  universal  knowledge, 
to  be  much  wiser  than  the  Apostles,  and  to  be  perfectly 
acquainted  with  the  spiritalia  and  supercaelestia,  as  they 
called  them,  the  divine  secrets  and  mysteries  of  heaven. 

But  now  the  wise  man  is  so  far  from  encouraging  our 
search  after  any  such  truths  as  these,  that  he  tells  us  in 
another  place  it  is  very  dangerous  meddling  with  them. 
"  Scrutator  majestatis  opprimetur  a  gloria.'''  And  indeed 
such  enquiries,  if  we  observe  it,  commonly  prove  only  like 
Pliny's  search  of  the  burning  mountain,  who  perished  in  the 
flames,  whilst  be  was  too  busy  in  searching  out  the  causes 
of  them.     It  is  but  natural  for  men  wiiose  thoughts  are 
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wholly  taken  up  with  towering- speculations,  to  neglect  the 
more  necessary  parts  of  knowledge,  and  moral  duties:  and 
then,  like  that  other  philosopher's  inquest,  who  perished 
by  minding  more  the  course  of  the  stars  in  heaven  than  his 
own  steps  upon  earth,  all  such  kinds  of  searches  must  needs 
prove  fatal  to  the  enquirers.  Though  they  with  Capernaum 
exalt  themselves  to  heaven  ;  yet  when  the  scrutiny  of  judg- 
ment has  examined  their  pretences  to  it,  they  will  in  like 
manner  be  thrust  down  to  hell ;  therefore  these  cannot  be  the 
truths  the  wise  man  bids  us  enquire  after :  since  we  can 
hardly  purchase  them,  but  at  the  certain  expense  of  our 
soals,  which  is  too  dear  a  price  to  be  paid  for  them. 

3.  To  resolve  this  enquiry  positively,  as  we  have  hitherto 
done  it  negatively,  the  truths  we  are  obliged  to  enquire  after 
are  principally  those  which  we  cannot  be  ignorant  of  with- 
out hazarding  both  our  own  and  other  men's  salvation.     I 
call  them  truths  in  the  plural,  because  of  the  attempts  of  a 
late  admired  author,  who  is  willing  to  confine  all  to  one  sin- 
gle article,  that  Jesus  is  the  Messias.  Against  whom  it  were 
easy  to  shew,  were  it  here  necessary,  that  baptism  was  never 
administered  in  the  Christian  Church  without  the  explicit 
belief  of  many  other  articles :  particularly  the  belief  of  three 
Divine  Persons ;    the  doctrine  of  repentance  and  remis- 
sion of  sins,  grounded  upon  the  satisfaction  of  a  Mediator 
both  God  and  Man  together  with  the  belief  of  a  resurrection 
from  the  dead  and  an   eternal  judgment;  which,  are  arti- 
cles that  some  men  have  no  mind  to  be  tied  up  to,  though 
the  Author   to   the  Hebrews  suras  most  of  them  up  un- 
der the  title  of  the  principles  of  the  doctrine  of  Christ, 
and  the  Scripture  speaks  of  them  as  of  the  essentials  and 
fundamentals  of  Christianity,  without  which  no  man  can 
either  be  a  Christian,  or  have  any  title  under  the  Gospel 
economy  to  the  kingdom  of  heaven. 

4.  Lastly,  after  the  essentials  of  Christianity,  we  are  also 
obliged  to  make  enquiry  after  those  truths  which  concern  the 
perfection  of  it.  For  Christianity  is  a  regular  edifice,  and  no 
complete  structure  consists  merely  of  a  foundation.  There- 
fore besides  the  fundamentals  of  Christianity  there  arc  other 
truths  to  be  enquired  after;  which  though  they  be  not  so 
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absolutely  necessary  as  the  former,  yet  they  are  beceaaiijr 
in  order  to  bring  us  to  the  measure  of  the  stature  of  the  fill- 
ness  of  Christ 

Though  here,  both  with  respect  to  the  foundation  aad 
superstructure,  it  will  be  very  necessary  to  distinguiflli 
Catholic  verities,  from  the  ordinary  proofs  of  them*  It  ii 
never  allowable  to  question  the  truth  of  an  article  of  fritb, 
but  yet  it  may  ofteu  be  reasonable  to  dispute,  whether  siidi 
or  such  a  text  of  Scripture  be  a  solid  proof  of  it  For 
instance,  the  doctrine  of  the  blessed  Trinity  is  allowed  kj 
all  good  Catholics  to  be  a  Catholic  verity :  and  yet  voBnaj 
learned  men  have,  not  without  good  reason,  questioned, 
whether  it  could  be  solidly  proved  out  of  the  First  of  Oeneits. 
**  In  the  beginning  God  created  the  Heaven  and  the  earth.^ 
Many  of  the  ancients,  St.  Hilary  and  St.  Austin  among  the 
rest,  thought  that  in  principio  was  the  same  with  in  fSi$\ 
and  that  hence  it  might  be  proved  that  the  Son  of  Grod  WM 
the  Creator  of  Heaven  and  earth.  Peter  Lombard,  and  the 
Schoolmen  after  him,  prove  the  Trinity  another  way:  thej 
take  Elohim^  the  original  word  for  Ood  in  that  text,  to  be  a 
plural,  and  to  denote  three  Persons  in  the  Godhead.  But 
Cajetan,  Drusius,  and  Calvin,  and  the  generality  of  learaed 
men,  both  Romish  and  Reformed,  after  them,  reject  botk 
these  as  forced  interpretations.  And  yet  it  would  be  hard 
to  charge  these  men  with  rejecting  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity,  only  because  they  reject  this  text  as  an  incompetent 
proof  of  it  Therefore  Catharin  is  justly  censured  by  Six- 
tus  Senensis  and  others  of  his  own  order,  as  an  uncharitable 
disputatious  person,  for  charging  Cajetan  with  denying  the 
doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  when  it  *was  so  evident  his  only 
design  was  to  establish  it  upon  a  more  solid  foundation : 
which  is  so  far  from  denying  it,  that  it  is  really  to  do  it  the 
greater  service ;  as  he  who  brings  but  one  solid  argument 
in  favour  of  any  thesis,  does  thereby  greater  justice  to  his 
cause,  than  he  who  brings  forty  bad  ones. 

I  suppose  from  these  conclusions  we  have  a  plain  resolu- 
tion of  the  first  inquiry,  what  that  truth  is  we  are  obliged  to 
buy? 

2.  The  next  inquiry  is,  what  it  is  properly  to  buy  that 
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truth,  and  wherein  the  purchase  of  it  consists?  Here  I  sup- 
pose it  too  obvious  to  need  observing,  that  buying  the  truth 
is  only  a  metaphorical  expression,  and  not  to  be  understood 
in  a  literal  sense ;  therefore  it  must  denote  a  man^s  using 
ilia  best  endeavours  to  obtain  it,  so  as  he  may  be  properly 
said  to  have  made  truth  his  own  propriety  by  being  able  to 
giTe  a  rational  account  of  it.  Now  no  man,  I  think,  can  be 
■aid  to  have  made  truth  his  own,  so  as  to  be  able  to  give  a 
talioDal  account  of  it,  till  he  has  done  these  two  things : 
lat,  till  he  has  got  such  a  competent  notion  and  knowledge  of 
the  thing  to  be  believed,  as  will  enable  him  to  give  the  de- 
terminate sense  and  meaning  of  it :  2nd,  till  he  knows  it 
upon  such  solid  grounds  and  evidences,  as  are  proper  to 
boild  a  rational  assent  upon.  For  men  may  know  Scripture 
words  and  Catholic  expressions,  and  yet  be  never  the  nearer 
knowing  the  Catholic  faith,  unless  they  know  the  determi- 
nate sense  and  meaning  of  those  expressions.  For  truth 
n  not  mere  words,  but  the  sense  and  meaning  of  words. 
Therefore  to  believe  a  truth,  without  a  competent  notion  of 
it,  is  only  to  believe  words  without  sense,  and  to  pretend  to 
know  without  knowledge.  And  again  to  know  the  determi- 
nate meaning  of  any  truth  or  proposition,  without  knowing 
the  grounds  and  reasons  of  it,  is  at  best  but  to  believe  with- 
out certainty  and  to  know  without  reason.  Therefore  faith  in 
this  case  is  not  to  be  separated  from  reason  and  knowledge ; 
for  a  rational  faith,  such  as  Christianity  certainly  is,  always 
presupposes  a  rational  knowledge:  and  a  rational  know- 
ledge supposes  again  both  a  competent  idea  of  the  thing  to 
be  known,  and  also  solid  grounds  and  evidences  for  believing 
it  Else  a  man  walks  in  the  dark,  and  believes  he  knows  not 
what,  he  knows  not  why.  Which  is  a  kind  of  faith  the 
Scripture  no  where  approves  of,  but  often  rejects  and  dis- 
allows as  injurious  to  God  and  reproachful  to  human  nature. 
To  worship  we  know  not  what,  is  a  thing  chargeable  with 
folly  in  the  judgment  of  our  Saviour:  and,  if  we  believe  St. 
Paul,  it  is  but  a  piece  of  superstitious  devotion  to  erect  an 
altar  to  the  unknown  God.  Hence  it  is  that  Christianity  is 
so  often  represented  on  the  contrary  to  be  a  reasonable  ser- 
vice, because  it  obliges  all  its  votaries  to  understand  the 
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BBeaDiog  of  what  they  believe,  to  use  Ibeir  judgmeBit  id 
aminiDg'  the  grounds  of  truth ,  aud  to  be  able  to  give 
swer  to  every  one  that  shall  ask  them  a  reason  of  the  bopp 
that  is  in  them.     All  which  supposes  an  obligation  09  mm 
both  to  get  a  competent  notion  or  idea  of  whatever  Ihey^p 
to  believe,  and  also  to  have  solid  reasons  for  believing  iL 

Nor  will  it  hence  follow,  as  some  would  mfer,  either  till 
natural  reason  alone  can  help  us  to  the  knowledge  fCffl 
necessary  truths,  or  that  nothing  is  to  be  received  as«^e«»* 
tain  truth,  but  what  we  can  have  an  adequate  idea  or  fc|U 
comprehension  of:  which  are  the  wild  mistakes  and  faaAif 
mental  errors  of  some  modem  sectaries.  For  it  is  oertaiaiRi 
may  both  believe  and  know  many  things,  of  whioh  we  hiM 
no  adequate  knowledge  or  perfect  idea ;  nor  indeed  0if 
knowledge  at  all  by  the  light  of  mere  natural  reaaep:  m 
shall  be  shewn  in  its  proper  place.  So  that  all  thai  ii 
meant  by  getting  a  competent  knowledge  of  truth  or  hamif 
reason  to  believe  it,  is  only  this:  that  men  must  endeaiov 
to  understand  what  they  believe  so  far  as  the  object  is  QKf9r 
ble  of  being  understood:  and  then  believe  it  upon  muk 
reasons  as  are  sufficient  to  persuade  a  rational  man  to  yiaU 
assent  to  it  And  this  I  conceive  is  properly  to  bay  the 
truth. 

3.  The  third  inquiry  is  into  the  reasons,  why,  notwithstand- 
ing the  possibility  of  attaining  truth,  so  many  men  fail  of  the 
attainment  of  it  ?    For  the  resolution  of  this  inquiry,  it  vrfll 
be  necessary  to  consider  the  causes  of  error:  and  thenn- 
folding  of  them  will  quickly  unfold  this  mystery.     Now  the 
causes  of  error  are  many  and  various,  but  the  principle  of 
them,  I  take  it,  may  be  reduced  to  these  three  heads.     1.  A 
want  of  sincerity  and  ingenuity  in  men's  inquiries.    8.  A 
want  of  industry  and  diligent  exercise  of  men's  own  ;rea8on 
m  examining  the  certain  evidences  of  truth.    3.  A  oontmry 
exaltation  of  human  reason  beyond  its  proper  bounds. 

1.  First,  error  commonly  proceeds  from  a  want  of  sin- 
cerity and  ingenuity  in  men's  inquiries.  Men  have  oftra 
other  ends  to  serve  than  truth ;  such  a  lust  or  such  a  Tioe> 
such  a  principle  or  such  a  passion  to  be  gratified ;  and  then 
the  question  is  not,  which  opinion  is  the  truest,  but  which  ii 
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vuM  ngr^^ble  tp  tbeir  geDiu9»  and  tends  most  to  gratify 
tbdr  several  ioclinatioDS  1  This  the  Scripture  calls  self- 
loye,  and  reckons  it  the  principal  cause  of  error.  For  when 
men  are  lovers  of  themselves  more  than  lovers  of  truth,  and 
lovers  of  pleasure  more  than  lovers  of  God,  it  is  but  natural  for 
thein  to  resist  the  truth,  whenever  it  runs  counter  to  their 
inclinations :  and  so  by  their  own  wicked  temper,  as  well  aa 
the  jadgment  of  God,  they  are  given  over  to  strong  delusioSf 
that  they  should  believe  a  lie. 

This  would  appear  more  evident,  had  we  time  to  look  over 
the  several  instances  of  self-love,  and  consider  what  a  powers 
f«l  nifluenoe  they  have  over  the  mind  of  man  to  warp  the 
iinderstanding.  These  are  pride,  vain  glory,  interest,  and 
prejudice;  for  these  are  but  so  many  different  ways  of 
fxpressing  a  man^s  love  for  himself  and  his  own  concerns. 
I  diall  only  speak  of  the  first  of  them,  pride ;  by  which  we 
may  oiak^  an  estimate  of  all  the  rest.  Now  it  is  certain 
thai  pride  is  a  grand  enemy  to  truth.  For  the  proud  man  is 
above  instruction :  he  reckons  his  own  notions  the  only 
standard  pf  truth,  and  treats  all  men  in  the  quality  of  ene- 
mies that  entertain  any  different  sentiments  from  him.  This 
renders  him  impatient  of  contradiction,  and  wholly  incapa- 
ble of  receiving  better  information:  so  that  as  Solomon 
observes,  there  is  commonly  more  hope  of  a  fool  than  of  him. 

Besides,  pride  is  commonly  attended  with  fury,  envy,  and 
dUseontent  upon  the  least  opposition  or  the  smallest  disap- 
pointment ;  and  these  passions  often  engage  men  to  sacrifice 
truth  in  a  mere  revenge,  wetting  itself  by  a  spirit  of  con- 
tradiction. Thus  it  is  observed  all  along  by  the  ancient 
historians,  that  there  was  scarce  ever  any  considerable 
heresy  infested  the  Church,  but  envy  or  discontent,  the  ef- 
fects of  pride,  were  at  the  bottom  of  it.*  It  was  a  discon- 
tent that  first  made  Simon  Magus  take  a  pique  at  the 
Apostles^  doctrine ;  because  they  denied  him  the  episcopal 
power  of  confirmation,  he  would  no  longer  be  a  member  of 
the  Church,  because  he  could  not  have  the  honour  to  be  the 
bead  of  it.    His  pride  was  legible  in  bis  very  doctrines. 

•  Vid.  Caiuef  of  Decay  of  Christian  Piety.    Chap.  xiii. 
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For  what  but  a  Luciferian  pride  could  prompt  a  man  to  soeb 
prodigious  blasphemies  ?  as  that  he  was  the  eternal  Ood 
who  gave  the  law  to  Moses  upon  mount  Sinai  in  the  persoD 
of  the  Father;  appeared  putative  upon  earth  in  the  pmUi 
of  the  Son ;  and  descended  in  the  form  of  cloven  toBgim 
upon  the  Apostles  in  the  person  of  the  Holy  Ghosti  From 
whence  we  may  learn  also  (to  note  this  by  the  way),  wko 
W9LS  the  first  author  of  the  Unitarian  heresy,  viz.  a  penoa 
who  could  not  blush  to  receive  a  Roman  statue  with  Uin  iiH 
scription,  Simani  Sancto  DeOy*  as  Justin  Martyr,  an  €j« 
witness  of  it,  does  inform  us. 

It  was  the  same  cause,  a  disappointment  of  a  bisbopncki 
as  Eusebius  tells  us,  that  made  Thebules  corrupt  the  Virgin 
Church  of  Jerusalem  with  the  Jewish  heresies.  He  acied 
his  revenge  upon  it,  because  Jacobus  Justus  was  prefenad 
before  him. 

It  was  a  like  disgust  that  led  Valentinus  to  his  heretf, 
because  aspiring  to  the  highest  order  of  the  Church,  he  wm 
disappointed  by  the  election  of  a  martyr. 

It  was  a  like  resentment  that  first  gave  occasion  to  the 
Novatian  schism,  because  Cornelius  was  preferred  before  its 
Author. 

It  was  i^ikoirpuyrBlay  as  Eusebius  words  it,  that  bronglit 
Montanus  to  enthusiasm. 

Theodotion  denied  our  Saviour's  Divinity  out  of  a  most 
unaccountable  pride,  viz.  because  having  denied  Christ  in 
time  of  persecution,  he  would  not  have  it  said  that  he  bad 
denied  his  Ood. 


*  I  am  Dot  ignorant,  that  Salmatins  and  some  other  critics  have  excepted 
agaiDBt  this  passage  of  Justin  Martyr,  as  if  by  mistake  he  had  read  Siwund 
Saueto  Deo,  instead  otSemoni  Sango  Deo  FidiOj  becanse  such  an  inaerlptioii 
has  been  lately  foond  in  the  place  where  Justin  says  the  statue  of  8imoB 
Magus  was.  But  this  criticism  it  of  yery  little  weight,  being  a  mere  eon- 
Jecture,  without  the  least  foundaUon;  for  who  can  imagine  that  Justin 
Martyr,  a  person  so  well  versed  in  the  heathen  theology,  was  so  Igoorast  ai 
not  to  be  able  to  distinguish  Semo  Sangus,  a  noted  Heathen  God,  froM 
Simon  Magus?  or  if  he  did,  that  he  would  wilfully  and  confidently  go  about 
to  impose  upon  the  Roman  Senate  and  people  in  a  matter  wherein  he  might 
■o  easily  be  conftited. 
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Aerius^  being  denied  the  office  of  a  bishop^  for  that  reason 
ecame  an  enemy  to  the  order. 

And  to  name  no  more  but  this  one,  it  w  as  a  proud  resent- 
i9iit  of  a  like  disappointment  that  first  made  Arius  disturb 
le  Christian  world.     The  case  was  very  remarkable,  and  it 
ms  thus.    Arius  was  a  man  of  excellent  parts,  an  acute  wit 
ad  a  florid  tongue;  a   subtle  disputant,  and  a  popular 
reaoher  at  Alexandria.     This  gave  him  hopes  of  succeeding 
>the  Bishoprick  upon  the  death  of  Achillas.    ''  Speraverat 
i/riweopaiufn  quia  tngenio  poterat  et  eloquio  f '  to  use  Ter- 
illian^s  expressions  in    the  case  of  Valentinus.  His  parts 
lade  him  think  he  deserved  the  greatest  preferment.     But 
te  was  disappointed  of  it  by  the  promotion  of  Alexander  a 
iOTO  deserving   man.    This   he  resented  to   the   highest 
legree,  and  through  a  mixture  of  pride  and  envy,  conceived 
in  immortal  hatred  against  his  innocent  competitor,  which 
16  resolved  to  shew  upon  the  first  occasion.     But  Alexan- 
kr  was  a  man  of  unspotted  morals :  so  that  at  his  life  Arius 
NiQld  take  no  exception.     He  resolved  therefore  to  quarrel 
fith  his  doctrine ;  and  he  did  it  upon  this  occasion.     The 
yood  bishop,  like  a  pious  Father,  instructing  his  charge  in 
lie  first  principles  of  the  Christian  faith,  endeavoured  to 
sxplain  and  vindicate  the  doctrine  of  the  blessed  Trinity  from 
he  sophistry  of  Sabellianism,  which  was  then  very  rife  in 
Egypt  and  those  parts  of  Lybia,  where  Sabellius  had  lived. 
la  doing  this  he  had  occasion  to  use  a  Catholic  expression, 
which  malice  and  disingenuity  might  easily  wrest  to  an  here- 
ieal  sense.     It  was  that  the  Father  and  the  Son  were  Svo  ry 
hroardfTu  ^vaug,   two   personal   substances   or  hypostatic 
latores  perfectly  alike  and  equal  in  all  respects  save  that  the 
me  was  the  eternal  Father  of  the  other.     This  gave  Arius 
opportunity  to  charge  him  with  Polytheism,  as  if  he  had 
isserted  two   self-originated    unbegotten     principles,    Svo 
rfiwrrra,  that  is  two  Gods.     And  though  Alexander  had 
izpressly    cautioned    against    this    in    saying,    that    the 
Son   was  not   another  dyivvtirov,  but    a  tpvaig  fiovoyBvric, 
lot  another  unbegotten  principle,  but  the  only  begotten 
>f    the  Father ;  yet   Arius's  malice  would  not  let  him  see 
;hi8,  but  pushed  him  on  to  pursue   the  charge.      And  so 
ndustriously  did  he  manage  his  cause   with  Eusebius  of 
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Nicomedia  and  others  (who  bad  been  broag^  «p  nidi 
him  UDder  Lucian  in  the  School  of  Antioch)  that  Alexaote 
was  blamed  by  many,  and  Anus  justified ;  until  Conttifr- 
tine  was  forded  to  take  the  matter  into  bis  own  cogwsaait 
and  call  the  great  Synod  of  Niee^  where  Alexander's  doctftlM 
was  approTed  and  Arius  condemned.  This  in  short  waslht 
true  origin  and  occasion  of  the  Arian  heresy. 

Now  from  an  induction  of  such  a  multitude  of  partiotliiit 
I  suppose  we  may  safely  raise  this  general  eonclttsioii:  tkia 
proud  man  will  at  any  time  sacrifice  truth  in  «  porswil 
quarrel,  and  if  he  can  no  otherways  be  roTenged  on  his  ad* 
Tersary  he  will  revenge  himself  on  his  sentiments,  thougfi  it 
be  at  the  expenee  of  the  Catholic  faith.  And  if  so,  it  if 
Teiy  easy  to  account  for  the  origin  of  many  errors :  for  piids 
is  a  very  natural  distemper  of  a  restless  spirit ;  and  so  longsi 
there  is  pride  in  human  nature,  there  will  be  error  too. 

So  that  from  this  one  instance  of  self-love  and  ita  powir* 
ful  influence  over  the  mind  of  man,  we  see,  it  k  no  hui 
matter  to  resolve,  why  men  ot  corrupt  minds  should  alsobs 
destitute  of  the  truth  ?  The  question  seems  to  be  a  little  iMit 
difficult  concerning  men  of  upright  minds  and  good  iilai* 
tions,  why,  notwithstanding  their  real  love  for  tmtby  tbif 
many  times  fail  of  the  attainment  of  it  ?  But  this  will  easily 
be  resolved  by  considering  the  second  cause  of  error,  whidlii 
a  want  of  industry  and  diligent  exercise  of  men's  own  reassl 
in  examining  the  certain  evidences  of  truth.  Grood  mtm  an 
not  always  the  most  exact  enquirers.  Truth  often  requirti 
a  veiy  diligent  search,  and  more  time  and  pains  and  drudgf* 
ery  than  many  men  are  willing  to  think  it  their  duty  t»  bestow 
upon  it  This  makes  them  take  up  with  shorter  ways  of 
finding  out  truth,  which  seem  at  first  to  be  plauaiUe  melliodsi 
but  in  the  end  they  often  prove  delusive.  I  shall  only 
instance  in  two  particulars  of  this  nature  instead  of  maay 
others. 

The  first  is,  when  men,  out  of  a  kind  of  religious  levertBft 
to  some  Divine  truths,  are  afraid  to  let  their  under stondingt 
have  free  exercise  and  liberty  of  thinking  about  them.  Thii 
indeed  at  first  looks  like  a  kmd  of  paradox  to  assert  thatmii 
should  be  ignorant  of  truth  out  of  mere  reverenee  k»  it,  siJ 
yet  it  is  too  certain  that  ignorance  and  error  are  often  tb* 
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^Miuiiie  e£Rect8  of  this  cause.  For  sometimeB  men'  are  pos- 
BMed  with  an  opinion,  that  the  doctrines  of  Christianity  are 
rbolly  too  sublime  for  human  enquiry :  and  this  cuts  off  all 
ober  endeavours  after  the  knowledge  of  such  truths  by 
idkingmen  despair  of  ever  attaining  a  competent  knowledge 
r  Aem :  in  so  much  that  some  are  apt  to  think  it  their 
aty  to  think  nothing  at  all  about  them.  But  certainly,  if 
Jhtistian  doctrines  be  necessary  articles  of  our  faith,  as  we 
ow  suppose,  and  if  they  were  revealed  and  written  for  our 
Mrnhigy  which  is  a  thing  beyond  all  question ;  then  we 
m  obliged  to  know  and  understand  them  so  far  asthe  reve- 
ilioir  goes,  which  is  plain  and  intelligible  in  all  matters 
bat  immediately  concern  man's  salvation. 

it  in  trae  indeed  almost  every  article  of  faith  has  some- 
i&ug  of  difficulty  in  it,  which  we  are  not  obliged  to  under- 
labd  because  it  is  not  yet  plainly  revealed.  But  then  it  is 
■  certain  on  the  other  hand,  that  in  every  article  there 
twmiething  which  we  may  understand,  because  it  is  plainly 
lid  intelligibly  revealed:  and  so  far  we  are  obliged  to 
todertftand  it.  There  is  an  adequate  and  an  inadequate  idea 
f  crrery  such  thing ;  a  perfect  and  an  imperfect  notion,  a 
ffovring  in  part  and  a  knowing  to  perfection  :  and  both  these 
re  true  knowledge,  though  differing  in  degrees :  for  he, 
*ho' knows  a  thing  but  in  part  by  an  inadequate  idea,  has 
^  as  true  a  knowledge  of  it,  so  far  as  it  goes,  as  he  that 
Dowsr  it  to  perfection.  And  this  is  the  case  of  mysteries  in 
iHgion.  There  is  in  every  mystery  something  that  may  be 
ffOfWn  and  understood,  and  something  that  exceeds  our  com- 
r^hedsion ;  and  these  respectively  require  different  duties 
om  us.  That  which  exceeds  our  comprehension,  which  is 
roperly  the  mystery,  requires  an  humble  admiration  ;  and 
l«t,  which  is  knowabic  in  it^  requires  the  exercise  of  our 
itellectual  faculties  to  understand  it.  And  as  we  roust  not 
retendto  know  every  thing  of  a  mystery,  because  we  may 
now  something :  so  neither  must  we  be  ignorant  of  every 
ling,  because  there  is  something  that  exceeds  our  compre- 
efbsion.  If  the  one  be  a  piece  of  grand  presumption,  the 
ther  is  at  least  a  piece  of  voluntary  humility,  which  God 
as  no  where  promised  to  accept  at  our  hands.    And  thei 
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mischief  of  such  a  misguided  reverence  is,  that  it  filial^ 

iuToIves  men  in  a  lasting  prejudice,  which  makes  tbaa 

continue  ignorant  of  those  truUis,  which  are  moat  necM^ 

sary  to  be  known. 
The  other  instance  of  a  short  enquiry  is  the  dependi^ 

merely  upon  the  authority  of  learned  and  pious  men,  withoilt 
further  enquiry  into  the  grounds  of  truth.  This  is  thatfiild. 
rock  upon  which  so  many  have  split,  who  have  thought  thene: 
selves  secured  in  the  harbour  of  truth.  For  a  mixture  of 
learning  and  piety  creates  so  great  a  reverence  for  the  penoa 
in  whom  they  centre,  that  men  are  willing  to  captivate  th«b 
understandings  to  so  great  an  authority ;  and  freely  adait 
of  that  slavery  to  which  Pythagoras  is  said  to  have  redocoi 
his  scholars,  ui  etiam  sine  ratiane  valeret  auihariiaSn  It 
was  Vincentius  Larinensis^s  observation  concerning  Oiigifli^ 
that  the  fame  of  his  learning  and  piety  had  given  him  aaflk 
a  repute  in  the  world,  that  men  were  ready  to  say,  se  flutlfe 
cum  Origine  errare  qudm  cum  aliis  vera  seniire,  thai  iktf 
had  rather  even  err  with  Origen  than  believe  the  truth  frik 
others.  Not  that  they  were  willing  to  embrace  kaoin 
errors ;  but  they  could  not  suspect  those  to  be  errors^  wludl 
were  recommended  to  them  by  the  authority  of  so  greataa 
oracle. 

Now  whenever  the  case  happens  to  be  thus,  unthinkiiig 
and  less  inquisitive  men  are  in  manifest  danger  of  beiog 
cheated  into  error.  For  even  the  best  and  wisest  men  an 
themselves  subject  to  delusion.  No  man's  piety  can  secon 
him  from  error,  nor  his  learning  entitle  him  to  infSBdlibili^. 
And  therefore  when  such  men  fall,  they  must  needs  draw 
many  others  with  them  into  error,  who  depend  wholly  open 
their  judgment,  and  seek  for  no  other  evidence  but  their 
authority.  So  that,  as  Vincentius  observed  of  old,  it  has 
always  been  one  of  the  most  dangerous  inlets  into  error,  to 
hold  men's  persons  in  admiration. 

Our  Saviour  foresaw  this  danger,  that  would  attend  mea 
in  their  enquiries  after  truth :  and  therefore  he  forewarned 
his  disciples,  that  they  should  call  no  man  master  upoB 
earth  ;  that  is,  receive  no  mere  man*s  dictates  for  infalliUa 
oracles,  but  use  their  own  judgment  in  examining  the  certaia 


BUT   THE   TRUTH.  37T 

'idenees  and  grounds  of  truth.  And  why  of  yourflelves, 
ys  fae»  judge  ye  not  what  is  right  ?  As  if  he  had  scud,  why 
e  ye  governed  by  other  roen^s  authority,  and  rather  use  not 
Nir  own  reason  to  judge  of  truth  ?  This,  •!  conceive,  is  a 
mm  intimation,  that  depending  upon  the  authority  of  any 
ere  man  is  a  very  fallible  way  of  finding  out  truth.  And 
verves  to  make  good  our  second  observation  concerning 
le  origin  of  error,  that  it  often  proceeds  from  a  want  of 
dofltry  and  diligent  exercise  of  men's  own  reason  in  exami- 
ng  the  certain  evidences  of  truth. 

9.  There  is  yet  a  third  cause  of  error,  and  that  is  a 
Mitrary  exaltation  of  human  reason  beyond  its  proper 
MittdB.  For  it  is  very  observable,  that  the  natural  faculty 
F-reason  may  be  abused  two  different  ways  by  two  contrary 
ttremes.  Some  men  deny  it  its  just  office  in  religion  ;  of 
Ueh  we  have  already  spoken :  others  advance  it  too 
igb,  to  the  destruction  of  faith,  revelation,  and  mysteries. 
Ad  these  commonly  du  it  upon  those  two  arbitrary  pre- 
HeeBy ' 

1«  That  nothing  is  to  be  received  as  truth,  for  which  we 
iTe  not  the  evidence  either  of  sense  or  reason  amounting 
'  the  infallible  certainty  of  a  mathematical  demonstration. 
That  every  thing  is  to  be  rejected  as  imposture,  of  which 
B  have  not  an  adequate  idea  and  full  comprehension. 
bese  are  those  new  lights,  that  have  led  so  many  smatter- 
8  in  philosophy  and  pretenders  to  reason  into  such  extra- 
gtint  heights  of  blasphemy  against  God,  the  Holy  Scrip- 
reSy  revelation  and  mysteries.  And  no  wonder  that  whilst 
ese  are  looked  upon  as  undoubted  principles  and  infalli- 
e  oracles  of  reason,  the  truth  of  all  religion  should  be 
illed  in  question.  For  it  is  certain  there  are  many  things 
I  well  in  natural  as  revealed  religion,  that  cannot  consist 
lib  these  supposed  principles.  For  if  we  must  believe 
>thing  but  either  upon  the  testimony  of  sense  or  a  mathe- 
atical  demonstration,  or  upon  adequate  ideas  and  full  com- 
rehensions,  we  must  discard  all  objects  of  faith  outof  reli- 
ion,  and  believe  nothing  that  has  the  least  mystery  in  it, 
3cause  it  admits  not  of  this  kind  of  evidence  and  demon- 
ration.     So  that  allowing  the  truth  of  these  principles,  all 
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raligioii  flrast  be  filse.  And  that  is  the  true  reftton-  why  tfo 
enemies  of  religion  stand  up  so  zealously  in  the  defeoos  d 
them :  because  upon  the  strength  of  these  pretended  oradv 
they  can  hanragrue  against  religion,  and  make  bold  attiriv 
upon  the  Catholic  faith. 

But  now  if  this  be  the  case,  as  it  plainly  is,  it  eqinAp 
concerns  all  enquirers  after  truth  and  friends  to  religiottiO' 
see  through  such  dangerous  principles,  and  to  be  able  W 
discoTcr  the  vanity  of  such  extrayagaut  pretences.  TMr 
being  called  principles  of  philosophy  and  oracles  of  iMM 
makes  it  the  more  necessary  to  set  them  in  their  true  liglt, 
tfnd  bring  them  back  to  their  proper  appellations  ag^fl^ 
which  is  to  be  styled  the  false  suggestions  of  pretended' fis* 
Tosophy  and  reason.  For  true  philosophy  can  never  set  it* 
self  against  Divinity,  nor  can  the  oracles  of  true  reason  OMk 
tradict  those  of  religion.  And  it  is' easy  to  shew^  that  fheit 
pretended  principles  are  not  the  true  oracles  of  reason,  M 
only  the  over  hasty  conceptions  and  abortive  birth  of  af  iM^ 
ated  understanding.  To  evince  which  in  as  few  wortilf  W$ 
possible,  I  shall  only  observe  this  one  thing :  that  tlieBenlhi 
quarrel  with  religion  for  those  very  things,  which  th^MMSIi- 
selves  in  other  cases  are  forced  to  allow,  which  is  a  cettA 
argument,  that  these  supposed  principles  proceed  only  froi» 
a  weakness  of  understanding. 

For  first  as  to  those  who  will  believe  nothing  but  atbef 
upon  the  evident  testimony  of  sense  or  the  infallible  certain^ 
of  a  mathematical  demonstration :  these  men  of  certaiiifv 
and  infallibility,  when  religion  is  not  concerned,  believe  tetf 
tfaousaiMl  things  without  scruple,  for  which  they  hAvs*  w 
suish  evidence  of  sense  or  reason.    They  receive  many  Ahgs 
as  tMie  merely  upon  the  strength  of  human  testimony,  wbeve 
neither  sense  nor  reason,  but  only  their  human  faith,  weoth 
eerned,  and  where  they  can  have  no  other  than  a  moral  cer* 
taiiity.     A)id  yet  matters  of  faith  and  retelation  mosi  h» 
discarded  merely  because  we  come  not  to  the  knowledge  of 
them  by  the   sole  evidence  of   sense  or  natural  reasoa. 
Which,  to  give  it  its  due  oharncter,  is  neither  better  iie# 
worse,  than  a»  if  a  man  eiioald  deny  all  manner  of  souwk 
and  visible  objeets,  only  because  he  could  not  see  widv  tkt 
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§,  or  hear  wilh  hi»  eyea.  So  r^ftsoiiable  ire  these  greel 
tenders  to  httmsn  reason. 

^fjain,  those  who  reject  articles  of  faith  and  mysteriee 
IB  pretence  that  they  cannot  have  an  adequate  idea  and 
1  comprehension  of  them,  do  at  the  same  time  believe 
oy  things  as  truths,  of  which  they  cannot  possibly  have 
r  tftch  adequate  idea,  or  full  comprehension.  For  not  to 
ntion  now  all  the  mysteries  of  nature,  at  present  we  will 
J  soppose  these  men  to  believe  a  God,  which  it  is  to  be 
ped  tbey  do  not  yet  deny :  and  if  so,  they  then  believe 
aeduDg  of  which  they  cannot  have  a  full  comprehension. 
r  before  any  man  can  have  a  full  comprehension  of  God, 
mHQBi  adequately  understand  his  nature,  his  attributes  and 
his  actions.  And  yet  every  one  of  these  has  something  in 
Stf  above  the  reach  of  human  reason.  His  nature  as  a 
iril  is  wholly  incomprehensible :  his  attributes  of  infinity, 
oiscience  and  eternity  far  exceed  the  grasp  of  human 
eon,  and  the  modus  of  his  actions  is  altogether  unac- 
itttable ;  especially  that  wonderful  mystery,  the  modus  of 

world^s  creatioQ  out  of  nothing.  He  is  a  bold  man 
eed  that  will  undertake  to  know  all  these  by  adequate 
as  and  full  eomprehensions. 

Some  of  the  great  pretenders  to  reason  have  fairly  confes- 
i  these  difficulties,  and  therefore  to  salve  their  own  hypo- 
sis  have  advanced  other  notions  of  God.  This  made 
rstius  first  assign  him  a  corporeal  substance,  as  more 
(Uigible  in  his  opinion  and  more  agreeable  to  reason. 
d  both  he  and  the  Socinians  generally  deny  his  prescience 

future  contingents,  as  a  thing  irreconcilable  with 
n's  free  will,  and  altogether  unaccountable.  With 
tm  the  immutability  of  his  decrees  is  made  to  change,  and 
nensity  is  confined  to  heaven.  Volkelins  goes  one  step 
tber  and  denies  the  world's  creation  out  of  nothing.  He 
a  sensible  that  reason  could  never  account  for  the  modus 
I  production  out  of  nothing  'y  and  therefore  he  took  sane- 
dry  in^the  schools  of  philosophy,  and  provided  some  pre- 
stent  matter  for  his  impotMt  God  to  work  upon.  I 
[y  mention  these  things  to  shew  to  what  straits  and  diffi- 
ties  these  men  are  driven  :  either  they  muslown  that  Aey 
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themselves  believe  something  incomprehensible ;  or,  what 
is  worse,  must  alter  the  notion  of  Grod,  which  is  in  ^eelit 
destroy  his  nature.  For  he>  who  can  believe,  thatCkidii 
corporeal  and  finite,  ignorant  of  many  things,  and  mattUr 
in  his  decrees,  may  as  well  believe  that  He  is  nothing  ttdK^ 
And  indeed  this  is  the  very  way  that  Epicurus  is  said  tf* 
have  gone  when  he  first  set  up  for  a  great  master  of  AAe^' 
ism.  He  would  not  own  his  opinion  openly  to  the  worid^^ 
for  that  would  have  brought  the  odium  of  the  world  iipoK* 
him,  but  he  took  care  to  represent  God  in  such  a  dreas,  ir- 
he  knew  would  render  Him  as  insignificant  as  if  there  wMT 
none  at  all.  *^  Idque  videns  Epicurus,'''*  says  the  Roinili' 
orator,  "  re  tollit,  oratione  relinquit  Deos.^  And  it  wereleH 
be  wished,  that  some  men  did  not,  at  least  ignorantly,  daT 
what  he  did  with  design,  whilst  they  transform  the  Dsfe^' 
into  a  fiction  of  their  own  reason  and  make  an  idol  of'tlia 
living  God. 

I  have  now  done  with  the  causes  of  error  ;  having  shent* 
them  to  be  chiefiy  these  three :  1.  A  want  of  sincerity  aadii^*^ 
genuity  in  men^s  enquiries.  2.  A  want  of  industry  and  dilij^^ 
exercise  of  men^s  own  reason  in  examining  the  certain  eii^' 
dences  of  truth.  3.  A  contrary  exaltation  of  human  reasoit 
beyond  its  proper  bounds.  And  from  these  it  is  very  etff 
to  resolve  the  third  inquiry,  why,  notwithstanding  the  possi- 
bility of  attaining  truth,  so  many  men  fail  of  the  attainment 
of  it? 

4.  The  fourth  and  last  enquiry  is,  what  are  the  prindpal 
rules  and  cautions  to  be  observed  in  order  to  disUngaidl 
triith  from  error  ?  For  the  resolution  of  which  it  must  be  pre- 
mised, that  reason  has  still  its  part  in  religion.     Though  its 
office  be  not  to  discover  every  truth  merely  by  its  own  natotal 
light,  or  any  truth  by  an  adequate  comprehension ;  3'et  it  is 
the  faculty  God  has  given  us  to  judge  of  truth  by  certtti 
rules,  whereby  we  may  be  able  to  discern  truth  from  fclse- 
hood,  and  distinguish  revelation  from  imposture,  and  try  the 
spirits  whether  they  be  of  God.    These  rules  are  most  exoei* 
lently  treated  of  by  a  late  Reverend  Prelate  in  his  disconrM 
of  trying  the  spirits,  and  therefore  I  shall  not  need  to  insist 
long  upon  them. 
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1.  One  18,  that  whatever  has  the  certain  evidence  of  a 
revelation,  must  needs  be  true.  This  is  grounded 
upon  the  undeniable  supposition  of  Ood^s  veracity  and 
power»  that  He  is  true  in  himself,  and  able  to  discover  many 
hidden  truths  to  us  by  such  certain  evidence  as  no  one  can 
baveany  reason  to  question.  Now  this  evidence  is  miracles,  or 
work*  wrought  by  such  a  supernatural  power  in  confirmation 
of  a  rational  doctrine,  as  must  needs  argue  God  to  be  the 
oHiinate  author  of  both.  And  when  any  doctrine,  which  is 
ratiooal  in  its  own  nature  and  worthy  the  revelation  of  God, 
oomea  attested  with  this  kind  of  evidence,  we  have  all  imagi- 
nable reason  to  believe  it.  And  to  question  the  truth  of  it, 
in  tbia  case,  were  to  resist  the  greatest  evidence  that  could 
be  given,  and  to  make  it  impossible  for  God  to  reveal  Himself 
to  mankind. 

Yet  I  deny  not  1)ut  that  there  may  be  cases,  in  which  a 
miiacle  will  not  be  a  sufficient  warrant  to  receive  a  doctrine 
or  prove  it  to  come  from  God.  As  is  evident  from  the  13th 
of  Deuteronomy  where  a  false  prophet  is  supposed  to  work  a 
mirade  by  giving  a  sign  or  wonder  that  comes  to  pass,  with 
an  intent  to  draw  men  off  from  the  worship  of  the  true  God. 
But  then  in  this  case  it  is  evident  the  doctrine  contradicts 
some  immutable  principle  of  religion,  of  the  truth  of  which 
we  are  fully  assured  before.  We  have  an  eternal  unalter- 
able obligation  to  worship  the  true  God  and  Him  alone: 
therefore  the  doctrine  that  teaches  to  forsake  the  true  God, 
is  so  irrational  in  itself,  so  unworthy  the  revelation  of  God 
and  contradictory  to  his  nature,  that  though  it  should  be 
attested  by  a  miracle  we  might  safely  conclude  it  to  be  impos- 
ture. For  the  permission  of  such  a  miracle  is  only  designed 
byway  of  probation,  to  try  men's  fidelity  and  ingenuity: 
and  in  such  cases  there  are  other  rules  to  judge  of  truth. 
Therefore ; 

2.  A  second  is,  that  whatever  contradicts  the  principles  of  na- 
tural religion,  cannot  be  the  truth  of  God.  The  reason  of  which 
is  plain  ;  because  the  principles  of  natural  religion,  are  them- 
selves the  truth  of  God  antecedent  to  all  revelation  :  and  one 
Divine  truth  cannot  contradict  another.  Thus  it  is  a  princi- 
ple of  natural  religion,  that  God  must  be  the  Creator  of  the 
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wortd,  and  whatever  ia  not  thti  Qp^tat  of  the  world  oiaaol 
be  Ood.  So  4bat  should  any  one  pretoDd  oeyer  ao  mm/ 
iwradeB  to  eatablisli  the  belief  or  worship  of  a  God,  IN 
did  not  make  the  worlds  we  might  from  the  very  princiflsi 
of  natural  religion  conclude  it  to  be  imposture.  Il  vaaiS 
veoMtfkable  aayiag  of  JuiBtiu  Martyr  to  this  purpose  m  kii ' 
book  against  Mareioii,  ^^  that  he  would  not  have  belisml 
our  Saviour  faimself,  bad  he  preached  any  other  God  tin 
the  creator  of  the  world  and  maker  of  aU  things/"  ThahMk 
is  now  lost,  but  Irenseus  preserves  the  passage,  and  luglff 
ei^ls  and  applauds  him  for  it  ''Bene  Juetimue  w  as  Um 
futi  est  ad  MarewHem,  ^,  QMcniam  ipeiDonUma  nom  emik 
dieseiy  alierum  Deum  anmincianii  frmier  Fabrieatmwm4 
Feudorem,  Nutriiorem  nastnun.  Iran.  lib.  4.  e.  14.  Sftlhl 
had  we  no  other  reasoo  against  Socinianism,  we  might  heia 
ever  from  this  one  rule  conclude  it  t^  be  fiidse,  becMUMt  il 
introduces  the  worship  of  a  Grod,  who,  upon  the  pnsaiplsi 
of  the  Racovian  way,  is  not  the  Creditor  of  the  world,  -the 
according  to  their  hypothesis  our  Saviour  is  not  the 
of  the  old  world,  but  only  the  author  of  the  new 
Consequently  to  worship  Him  upop  thei  bypotheasi  is  H 
nakea  God  that  did  not  make  the  world:  and  thatialoesi^ 
Iradiet  one  of  the  first  princii^es  of  natural  religion.  Wbsiii 
we  may  observe  by  the  way,  how  justly  God  somalim 
infatuates  men's  understandings,  that  these  great  prntoito 
to  natural  religion  should  themselves  act  in  the  mostass^  |i 


fast  contradiction  to  it  |i 

Another  prindpLe  of  natural  religi^m  is,  that  th<ffe  aaabt  || 
but  one  God :  and  to  introduce  the  belief  or  worshqiof  Ikts  < 
Gods  is  consequently  an  imposture,  because  it  contraifiotst 
principle  of  natural  religion.  Now  here  at  least  the  Uiitsr 
rians  think  they  have  the  manifest  advantage  of  those  friM 
defend  the  doctrine  of  the  Christian  Trinity,  for  they  uHSSf 
diately  conclude,  that  three  Divine  persons  must  needs  ba  t 
contradiction  to  this  principle  of  natural  religion,  and  iniia- 
dnoe  three  Gods.  But  would  these  men  only  impaitisBj 
eonsnlt  their  own  reason  and  consider  the  true  notion  of  om 
God,  and  three,  they  woold  quickly  find,  that  the  doctriaa  d 
the  Chrialian  Trtni^,  aa  delivwed  in  the  Holy  ScriptuM^ 
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iQOl  justly  sUiid  chargeable  with  the  oonie^pieDce  of 
rodiiciiig'  three  Gods.  For  4he  notion  of  three  Gods  asasl 
ads  imply  three  times  as  much  as  the  natural  notioQ  of 
a.  Now  the  natural  notion  of  one  God  always  implies 
a  absolute,  unbegotten,  self-originated  principle.  Con- 
]oently  the  natural  notion  of  three  Gods  must  needs 
^y  three  absolute,  unbegotten,  self-originated  principles, 
Ui^ral  and  co-ordinate  ito  etne  another.  But  now  it  is 
rtain»  that  the  doctrine  of  three  Divine  persons  under  the 
•tion  and  economy  of  a  Father  unbegotten,  a  Son  begot- 
I,  and  a  Holy  Spirit  proceeding,  cannot  be  three  absolute, 
If-orig^iaated,  unbegotien  principles :  for  it  implies  a  con- 
AetioD  to  say,  that  the  only  begotten  Son  of  God  is  un- 
gotten ;  consequently,  there  not  being  three  unbegotten 
neiples,  there  cannot  be  three  Gods.  This  is  so  evident 
••St  to  a  demonstration,  that  were  not  men  of  perverse 
ipntings  resolved  eternally  to  quarrel  with  their  own 
laon,  as  well  as  with  the  truth  of  Holy  Scripture,  we 
Mid  never  have  heard  of  the  dbarge  of  Tritheism  against 
)  doetrine  of  the  Christian  Trmity.  For  though  this  mys- 
y  be  something  that  our  reason  could  never  have  told  us ; 
t  when  revelation  has  acquainted  us  with  it,  our  very 
laoD  tells  us  it  ought  to  be  believed,  since  it  implies  no 
Dtradiction  to  any  principle  of  natural  religion.  And  thus 
)  can  fairly  join  issue  with  the  subtlest  adversaries  of  Chris- 
nity  as  to  this  particular,  that  nothing  ean  be  truth  thai 
Dtrediots  a  principle  of  natural  religion,  and  by  this  rule  at 
ce  maintain  the  truth  of  the  Christian  religion,  and  dis- 
ver  many  errors  that  contradict  it. 

S.  Whatever  conU'adicts  the  evident  testimony  of  sense 
reason  cannot  be  the  truth  of  God.  The  reason  of  this  is 
a  same  with  that  concerning  the  principles  of  natural  reli- 
od:  viz.  that  the  evidence  of  sense  and  reason  is  antece- 
»nt  to  all  revelation  ;  and  we  must  suppose  the  right  use  of 
ir  natural  faculties,  before  we  can  be  assured  of  the  truth 
'  any  revelation.  And  for  this  reason  we  reject  transub- 
intiation,  not  barely  because  it  is  above  our  reason,  but 
•cause  it  destroys  the  right  use  and  exercise  of  our  natural 
ottlties  and  plainly  contradicts  them. 
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4.  Lastly,  that  cannot  be  troth,  which  controdiets  the 
analogy  of  faith  or  an  antecedent  revelation.  For  if  so,  we 
might  be  obliged  to  believe  contradictory  truths  at  onoey 
which  is  impossible.  Upon  this  account  the  prophet  was  to 
be  rejected,  who  went  about  to  change  the  worship  €»f  the 
true  God,  because  the  true  God  had  given  a  sufficient  mani- 
festation of  Himself  by  the  revelation  then  made  to  Moses. 
For  the  same  reason,  if  either  man  or  Angel  should  pretdi 
any  other  Gospel,  than  what  we  have  received,  he  were  to 
be  accursed,  for  the  completion  of  our  faith  is  the  last  revela- 
tion made  by  God  in  Christ,  and  we  are  for  ever  to  bold 
fast  this  faith,  which  was  once  delivered  to  the  saints. 

Thus  I  have  done  with  the  resolution  of  the  four  enqui- 
ries: having  shewn  first  what  truth  is.  2.  What  it  is  to  boy 
the  truth.  3.  What  are  the  reasons  wl\y  men  often  fail  of 
truth.  4.  What  are  the  principal  rules  to  be  observed  in 
order  to  distinguish  truth  from  error.  I  shall  now  only 
make  two  reflections  upon  the  whole  and  so  conclude. 

1.  The  first  is  general  with  respect  to  all  men,  that  they, 
who  have  the  Holy  Scripture,  are  obliged  to  something  more 
than  bare  morality  and  practice :  and  that  is  faith;  or  the 
knowledge  of  those  necessary  Divine  truths,  which  are 
revealed  in  Scripture.  Some  modern  accounts  of  religion 
make  faith  a  kind  of  useless  thing,  and  the  scheme  of  Chris- 
tianity little  better  than  a  system  of  good  morality.  As  if 
no  more  was  required  to  make  a  man  a  Christian  than  what 
an  honest  moral  heathen  may  know  by  the  light  of  natural 
reason !  But  if  so,  to  what  purpose  was  the  revelation  made  ? 
Why  did  God  acquaint  us  with  so  many  noble  truths  con- 
cerning his  own  nature,  the  incarnation  of  his  Son,  and  the 
satisfaction  made  by  his  death,  if  the  knowledge  of  these 
were  not  to  stand  for  something  in  religion  ?  Why  does 
the  Scripture  so  often  require  faith  in  Christ,  as  well  as 
repentance  towards  God,  if  the  one  as  well  as  the  other  be 
not  a  necessary  condition  of  man^s  salvation  ?  But  if  both 
be  necessary,  then  faith  and  works  must  go  together,  and  men 
must  learn  to  know  God,  as  well  as  keep  his  command- 
ments. For  since  God  has  revealed  his  truths  to  men,  he 
will  judge  them  for  their  ignorance  and  infidelity  as  well  as 
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Other  crimes  :  and  then  a  voluntary  error  in  faith  may  prove 
as  fatal  as  an  immorality  in  practice. 

2.  We  may  hence  infer,  that  if  it  be  the  duty  of  all  men 
to  buy  the  truth,  it  is  much  more  the  duty  of  those  whose 
office  more  immediately  entitles  them  to  be  guardians  of 
troth.  The  priests'  lips  should  preserve  knowledge,  and 
that  upon  a  double  account,  both  because  they  have  greater 
opportunities  of  attaining  it,  and  also  because  they  are  under 
an  obligation  of  shewing  it  to  others.  They  are  obliged  to 
acquaint  men  with  the  whole  council  of  God ;  which  sup- 
poses that  they  themselves  are  first  acquainted  with  it. 
Therefore  this  double  obligation  should  lay  a  double  engage- 
ment on  them  to  buy  the  truth.  And  there  is  this  further 
encouragement  to  do  it,  that  to  know  the  truth  and  shew 
it  onto  others  will  be  the  occasion  of  a  double  reward.  For 
they  that  be  teachers  shall  shine  as  the  brightness  of  the 
firmament,  and  they  that  turn  many  to  righteousness  as  the 
stars  for  ever  and  ever. 

I  conclude  ail  with  the  exhortation  of  the  Apostle,  '^  Let 
us  lake  heed  to  ourselves  and  to  our  doctrine,  and  continue 
in  Uiem :  for  in  doing  this  we  shall  both  save  ourselves  and 
those  that  hear  us.'" 
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PSALM  ciii.  13. 

As  a  Father  pitieth  his  Children^  so  the  Lord  fniieth  them 

that  fear  Him. 

As  tfiere  is  no  quality  in  God  more  amiable  in  itself,  or 
more  comfortable  in  its  consideration  to  biiman  nature,  than 
the  attribute  of  mercy :  so  there  is  nothing,  the  Scripture 
seems  more  emphatically  to  impress  upon  us  a  firm  belief 
and  a  right  apprehension  of,  Uian  this.  It  represents  God 
as  delighting  and  glorying  in  this  character,  that  He  is  mer- 
ciful and  gracious,  long-suffering,  and  abundant  in  goodness 
and  truth ;  keeping  mercy  for  thousands,  forgiving  iniquity, 
transgpression  and  sin,  as  Gk)d  proclaimed  before  Moses 
al  Mount  Sinu,  Exod:  xxxiv.  6.  And  the  more  to  make  us 
sensible  of  this,  it  condescends  to  speak  to  us  in  the  most 
familiar  way,  raising  ideas  of  God's  mercy  in  us  by  things 
that  we  are  most  intimately  acquainted  with ;  comparing 
the  actions  and  disposition  of  God  to  those  of  a  tender  and 
compassionate  father  towards  his  children:  this  is  very 
pathetically  represented  by  our  Saviour  in  the  parable  of 
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the  prodigal  sod,  Luke  xv.  And  here  by  the  Psalmisi  id  Um 
text,  ''  As  a  Father  pideth  his  childreo,  so  the  Lord  pitieth 
them  that  fear  Him." 

From  which  words  my  design  is  to  speak  of  the  merqr  d 
God,  not  in  general,  as  it  relates  to  all  his  creatures  (for  III 
mercy  is  over  all  his  works)  but  as  it  particularly  relates  Is 
penitent  sinners,  who  are  here  described  under  the  diame- 
ter of  them  that  fear  Him.    In  doing  this  I  shall, 

1.  Give  some  eminent  instances  of  Ood^s  signal  pily  tad 
mercy  toward  penitent  sinners  : 

2.  Obviate  and  answer  some  difficulties,  which  often  mb 
penitent  sinners  think  they  want  God^s  mercy,  when  thsf 
really  enjoy  it : 

3.  Apply  the  discourse  in  some  practical  and  monl 
reflections. 

In  speaking  to  the  first  point,  I  must  not  now  iniii^ 
either  first  upon  God^s  sending  his  Son  to  die  for  mankiad; 
though  it  was  a  most  singular  act  of  Gknl^s  mercy,  reooo- 
mending  his  love  towards  us,  in  that  whilst  we  were  yst 
sinners,  Christ  died  for  us ;  nor  secondly,  upon  Gt)d^8  seed* 
ing  his  Holy  Spirit  to  call  and  prevent  us  with  his  assistiDlf 
grace :  because  both  these  are  acts  of  mercy  antecedent  to 
our  repentance,  and  offered  to  sinners  in  order  to  make  then 
penitent,  and  turn  them  unto  God,  before  they  have  uq 
power  or  will  to  turn  themselves.  But  the  acts  of  pity  I 
am  to  speak  of,  are  such  as  God  shews  to  penitent  smnen, 
when  they  first  begin  to  repent  and  are  actually  on  their . 
way  to  God.  And  these  are  three.  L  That  He  takes  nodes 
of  the  first  essays  and  beginnings  of  goodness  in  them,  siid 
bears  with  their  weakness,  till  they  arrive  to  strength  andt 
perfect  reformation.  2.  That  He  helps  and  assists  them  ill 
along  in  their  progress.  3.  That  He  crowns  their  endeavoue 
by  a  kind  reception,  and  complete  pardon  of  all  theb 
offences. 

1 .  He  takes  notice  of  the  first  essays  and  beginnings  of 
goodness  in  them,  and  bears  with  their  weakness,  till  they 
arrive  to  strength  and  a  perfect  reformation.  A  father  does 
not  expect  the  same  manly  service  from  his  children »  whilst 
they  are  children,  as  he  may  require  of  them  when  they  are 
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tred  ta  the  state  of  perfect  men :  nor  does  he  exact  the 
Qe  measure  of  actiTity,  labour,  or  sagacity  from  those  of 
reaker  frame,  or  meaner  parts  and  abilities,  as  he  does 
m  those  whom  he  knows  to  be  of  a  more  bright  and  lively 
sins,  or  a  more  robust  and  athletic  constitution.  So  in 
»  manner  it  is  with  God  in  his  dealings  with  penitent 
nem :  He  does  not  expect  at  their  first  conversion  to  find 
them  immediately  all  the  pleasing  graces  and  perfections 
nature  and  full  grown  Christians.  There  is  a  weakness 
1  dullness,  and  prejudices,  and  a  littleness  of  faith,  which 
aome  time  He  is  willing  to  bear  in  them,  as  Christ  did  in 
own  disciples.  So  long  as  they  are  hearty  and  sincere, 
does  not  exact  more  than  they  are  able  to  offer  Him: 
y  He  requires  their  prayers,  and  endeavours  after  more 
toe,  that  they  may  go  on  to  perfection.  He  is  pleased  to 
IT  a  sincere  heart  cry.  Lord,  I  believe,  help  thou  my  unbe- 
•  He  considers  also,  that  He  has  not  made  all  his  crea- 
ea  of  the  same  size  and  abilities,  nor  given  equal  measures 
I  portions  of  his  grace  to  all  alike :  some  have  more  time 
1  leisure,  better  opportunities,  less  incumbrances,  quicker 
lerstandings,  and  more  faithful  memories  than  others; 
ne  have  an  happier  education,  and  are  qualified  to  consult 
I  oracles  of  God  themselves ;  whilst  others,  for  the  little 
troction  they  get,  are  forced  to  be  beholden  to  the  charity  of 
lers.  He  does  not  therefore  exact  the  same  measures  of  per- 
mance  from  ail  alike,  but  only  requires  men  to  be  sincere 
what  they  know,  and  what  they  are  able :  ^'  To  whomso- 
)r  much  is  given,  of  him  much  shall  be  required :  but  to 
om  little  is  given,  of  him  little  shall  be  required :"  only 
)  expects  an  honest  and  industrious  mind,  to  do  what  men 
I  able,  according  to  the  proportion  of  grace  that  He  affords 
im;  and  then  the  widow's  mites  are  as  acceptable  an 
Bring,  as  the  abundance  of  others ;  and  in  all  other  cases, 
there  be  first  a  willing  mind,  it  is  accepted  according  to 
It  a  man  hath,  and  not  according  to  that  he  hath  not 
r  God  is  pleased  with  the  first  appearances  of  real  good- 
is  in  his  children,  and  not  only  accepts  them,  but  helps 
i  encourages  them  to  go  on  to  perfection.  **  The  bruised 
^d  He  will  not  break,  the  smoaking  flax  He  will  not  quench, 
.  He  sends  forth  judgment  unto  victory.**    Which  brings 
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me  to  ^e  seeoiid  act  of  God's  mercy  toward  repestiDg  «b* 
Ders,  which  is, 

2.  That  He  not  only  bears  with  their  weakneaa,  but  li^it 
and  assists  them  all  along  in  their  progress,  till  they 
to  fall  strength  and  a  perfect  reformation.  This  Ha 
by  the  various  methods  <^his  grace ;  inviting,  nay  diawing 
them  to  Himself,  by  the  powerful,  thoagh  many  timea  iaii* 
sUrfe  and  undi8cemibleoperationsofhisH<^  Spirit.  Wkaek 
Spirit  illmninatas  their  mideratandiag  by  degrees,  aad  isadi 
them  into  ail  necessary  truth ;  He  takes  <iff  the  haidMsstf 
their  hearts,  and  corrects  the  frowardness  of  dieir  witts;  Hs 
regulates  all  their  affections,  and  fixes  them  to  their  liglit 
and  proper  objects ;  giving  a  new  turn  and  bias  to  all  thiii 
inclinations,  till  they  come  to  a  perfect  oonformity  Is 
the  will  of  €rod ;  He  opens  their  hearts  and  still  wsiItm 
them  more  and  more  attentive  to  the  word  of  ihi, 
by  the  promises  whereof  He  fortifies  them  agamstti^ 
ror  and  despair,  and  makes  all  the  seeming  diflieriliei 
of  religion  wesr  oS,  by  adding  new  strength,  suaeosi> 
and  courage  to  their  first  endeavours,  and  keeping  ibm 
minds  warm  in  devotion,  and  fixed  and  intent  upon  thebaH* 
ness  of  another  world.  This  good  Spirit  omits  no  oppeiln* 
aities  of  doing  them  good,  but  takes  all  the  most  fmftt 
and  seasonable  occasions  to  inspire  good  thoughts  intot 
Evoi  a  thousand  seeming  accidents  of  their  lives 
Providential  calls  and  admonitions  to  them,  whilst  the  Spiiit 
makes  every  thing  work  together  for  good  to  them  that  toft 
God.  By  diese  and  such  like  means  (strengtbeDung,  not 
destroying  our  natural  fiiculties)  a  man,  who  beforatm 
weak,  nay,  dead  in  trespasses  and  sins,  is  not  only  quidEsatd 
and  set  at  liberty,  but  able  to  say  with  the  great  Apostle^  ^I 
can  do  all  things  through  Christ  that  streogtheneth  WfbT 
This  is  the  second  act  of  God's  mercy  toward  repentiDg 
sinners,  that  He  helps  and  assists  them  all  along  in  thor 
progress,  till  they  arrive  to  full  strength  and  a  perfect  lefor* 
mation.    Then 

Thirdly,  He  crowns  their  endeavours  by  a  kind  recepUon 
into  peace,  and  favour,^ and  a  complete  pardon  of  all  their  of- 
fences. Whenever  a  sinner  returns  again  to  him  from  His  evil 
ways.  He  immediately  lays  aside  his  wrath,  canoels  his  former 
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diiplefttare,  bloCs  out  the  sinner^s  iDgratitude,  forgets  his 
cffiuioes,  and  remembers  his  s'ms  do  more.    He  retains  no 
■ecret  grudge^  or  thoughts  of  revenge  against  him ;  never 
expoatnlates  the  matter  virith  him  more  about  his  former  life, 
chides  not,  upbraids  him  not  with  his  by-past  follies,  but 
ptsses  an  act  of  oblivion  upon  all  his  offences,  and  readily 
leeeiTefi  him  into  favour.    "  If  the  wicked  will  turn  from  all 
Ua  mu  that  he  hath  committed,  and  keep  all  my  statutes, 
and  do  that  which  is  lawful  and  right,  he  shall  sorely  live, 
lie  dhall  not  die.    All  his  transgressions  thst  he  hath  com- 
nutted,  shall  not  be  mentioned  unto  him :   in  his  righteous- 
iieee  that  he  hath  done  he  shall  live,"  is  God's  general  pro- 
mise to  all  repenting  sinners,  Ezek.  xviii.  21,  22.    And  Jer. 
aczxi.  34.  ^'  I  will  forgive  their  iniquity,  and  I  will  remember 
their  ain  no  more." 

In  which  places  we  are  to  take  notice  of  the  greatness  and 
^xtensiveness  of  God's  mercy,  together  with  the  readiness 
Aod  qnickness  of  it;  which  are  qualifications  that  most 
eminently  recommend  it  above  any  thing  that  is  ordinarily  to 
1>e  found  in  human  goodness. 

Pot  Qod  pardons  readily,  not  only  lesser  faults,  but  those 
of  the  greatest  magnitude.  How  great  were  David's  crimes, 
•dalCery  and  murder,  ingpratitude  to  God,  and  forgetfulness 
of  his  mercies  towards  him  ?  And  yet  upon  his  true  repen- 
tance God  readily  pardoned  him.  He  could  no  sooner  make 
an  hearty  confession  of  his  sins,  but  the  prophet  in  God's 
name  gave  him  a  comfortable  absolution :  ^'  The  Lord  hath 
pttt  away  thy  sin,  thou  shalt  not  die,"  2.  Sam.  xii.  13.  But 
there  was  one  sin  greater,  than  all  these  of  David  put 
together,  which  yet  God  pardoned  ;  and  that  was  murdering 
Christ  his  ovi-n  Son,  the  Prince  of  life  and  glory.  Upon 
which  St.  Austin  makes  this  discourse,  to  comfort  the 
greatest  of  sinners.*  **  Let  no  man  say  I  have  done  such 
or  such  a  thing,  and  I  fear  it  will  not  be  forgiven  me. 
What  hast  thon  done?  what  great  sin  hast  thou  committed? 
Tell  me,  some  monstrous,  grievous,  horrible  crime,  which 
thon  art  afraid  to  think  of.    Let  it  be  what  it  will :  hast  thou 

*  Aug.  de  Symbolo,  Lib.  x.  cap.  7,  Tmu.  0,  p.  994. 
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killed  ChiisI  ?  There  can  be  no  fact  woraetluui  thai,  beeme 
there  is  nothing  better  than  Christ  How  great  a  wMi^ 
nesa  is  it  to  murder  Christ !  But  the  Jews  ^  mnrder  ffi% 
yet  many  of  them  afterwards  repented  and  bdiered, 
drank  his  blood ;  and  the  sin,  which  they  had 
was  forgiren  them.*' 

This  discourse  is  founded  upon  St  Peter's  aeiUKWi  to  Ai 
Jews,  which  we  read  of.  Acts  iL  22.  Where  he  first  Iqfi 
before  them  the  greatness  of  their  crime:  ^  Ye  men  <if  Isiad^ 
hear  these  words ;  Jesas  of  Nazareth,  a  man  approval  sf 
God  among  yon  by  miracles  and  wonders,  and  aigna, 
God  did  by  Him  in  the  midst  of  you,  as  ye  youraelTi 
know :  Him  being  delivered  by  the  determinate  ooonsslaad 
fore-knowledge  of  God,  ye  have  taken,  and  by  wicked 
have  crucified  and  slain."  What  then  ?  must  thcj  ibr 
despair  of  pardon  for  this  1  No : ''  but  repent,''  says  be,  "'aid 
be  baptized  every  one  of  you  in  the  name  of  Jesus  Chml  ibr 
the  remission  of  sins,  and  ye  shall  receive  the  gift  of  As 
Holy  Ghost,"  ver.  38.  And  then  it  follows,  v.  41.  ^  dial  Atf, 
who  gladly  received  his  word,  were  baptized :  and  die  suss 
day  there  were  added  unto  them  about  three  thoasandaoob.* 
In  the  next  chapter  he  discoursed  much  after  the  ssme 
manner,  and  with  the  like  good  effect  *'  Ye  denied  the  tkij 
One,  and  the  Just,  and  desired  a  murderer  to  be  granted  onto 
you,  and  killed  the  Prince  of  Life,  whom  God  hath  raisedfioa 
the  dead,"  Acts  iii.  14.  Yet  he  does  not  discourage  them  fim 
seeking  pardon,  but  gives  them  assurance  of  obtaining  it, 
if  they  would  take  the  proper  methods  to  procure  it :  whieh 
was,  "  repent  and  be  converted,  that  your  sins  may  be 
blotted  out,  when  the  times  of  refreshing  shall  come  from 
the  presence  of  the  Lord."  And  so  it  was :  *^  for  many  of  dram 
which  heard  the  word,  believed  ;  and  the  number  of  the  meo 
was  about  five  thousand."    Acts  44. 

These  were  signal  instances  of  God^s  mercy,  in  pardoaiBg 
the  murderers  of  his  own  Son,  left  upon  record  for  o« 
instruction  and  comfort ;  that  no  one  might  despair  of  God's 
mercy,  whose  sins  are  not  greater  than  that  of  murdering 
Christ. 

St  Paul  says,  he  himself  obtained  mercy  for  the  same 
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bsoHj  that  be  might  be  an  enoouragiDg  example  of  God^s 
rbearance  to  allothers,  1 .  Tim.  i.  15, 1 6.  ^^  This  is  a  fiuthful 
yu^f  and  worthy  of  all  acceptation,  that  Jesas  Christ  came 
to  the  world  to  save  sinners,  of  whom  I  am  chief.**  For  he 
u  before'  a  blasphemer,  and  a  persecutor,  and  injurious, 
id  ooncemed  in  Uie  murder  of  St  Stephen,  and  odiers  of 
od*s  saints,  who  when  they  were  put  to  death,  he  gave  his 
nee  against  them.  **  Howbeit  for  this  cause,**  says  he,  *'  I 
itened  mercy,  that  in  me  first,  or  in  me,  the  chiefest  of  sin" 
m$p  Jesus  Christ  might  shew  forth  all  long  suffering,  for  a 
Mem  to  them  which  should  hereafter  believe  to  life  ever- 

Bat  it  will  be  said,  all  these  were  sins  committed  before 
iptiam,  which  much  alters  the  case :  for  there  is  no  second 
^pcism  for  the  remission  of  sins  allowed  after  the  first,  for 
oae  *'  who  are  once  enlightened,  and  have  tasted  of  the 
HtYenly  gift,  and  were  made  partakers  of  the  Holy  Ghost, 
id  have  tasted  the  good  word  of  God,  if  they  shall  fall 
vigf»  to  renew  them  again  unto  repentance,  seeing  they 
uoUy  to  themselves  the  Son  of  God  afresh,  and  put  Him  to 
1  open  shame.**  To  which  I  answer,  that  this  does  not  at 
1  alter  the  case :  for  though  the  sins  of  David,  and  the 
iws,  and  St  Paul  were  committed  before  baptism,  yet  they 
ere  not  before  circumcision,  which  was  the  same  thing  to 
lem^  as  baptism  is  now  unto  us,  an  entrance  into  the 
)venant  of  God,  and  the  visible  seal  of  it  So  that  as  God 
lowed  of  a  method  of  expiation,  after  circumcision,  so  He 
oee  now  after  baptism,  though  baptism  be  now  no  more  to 
s  repeated  over  again,  than  circumcision  was.  For  God  in 
is  mercy,  as  St.  Austin    observes,*  has  allowed  us  three 

*  Aug.  de  Symbolo  ad  Catechamenos,  Lib.  i.  cap.  7.  torn.  9.  p.  S94. 
ropter  omnia peeeatabaptismas inventus  est:  propter  levia,  sine  quibas  esse 
»B  possamos,  oratio  in?enta.  Quid  habet  oratio  ?  dimitie  nobis  debita 
a,  sicttt  ft  nos  dimittimas  debitoribos  nostris.  Semel  abluimor  bap- 
le,  qaotidie  abloimar  oratione.  Bed  nolite  ilia  committere,  pro  qaibus 
Jieestat  A  Christi  corpore  separemini  quod  absit  k  ?obis.  Illi  enim 
lof  Tidetis  agere  poenitentiam,  scelera  commisemnt,  aut  adulteria,  aut  aliqua 
etaimmania ;  inde  agunt  poenitentiam.  Nam  leviasi  peccata,  ipsorum  essent, 
Ihseequotidiana  oratio  delenda  sufBceret.  Ergo  tribus  modis  dimittuntur 
leeata  in  ecclesia,  in  baptismate,  in  oratione,  in  humilitate  majore  (al.  ma- 
ris) poenitentiB,  &c. 
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ways  to  obtain  remission  of  sins.  1 .  BapCism,  whieh  clai 
OS  from  all  manner  of  sins,  original  and  actoal,  gfaa 
small.  2.  Prayer  and  daily  address  to  the  (krone  of  | 
for  lesser  sins  of  daily  incursion,  without  which  no  Bumi 
For  pardon  of  these  He  has  taught  us  to  say,  ^  Foigt 
our  trespasses,  as  we  forgive  them  that  trespass  againsl 
3.  For  greater  and  more  heinous  sins  He  has  aUowad  1 
expiation  of  a  more  solemn  and  particular  repentanoa  j 
that  «ther  public,  (in  case  of  scandalous,  flagrant,  mmi 
lie  crimes,  which  deserve  ezconununication  from  the  bo 
Christ,)  or  else  private  repentance  between  (Sod  aad 
selves,  for  such  crimes  as  do  not  bring  us  under  the  p 
discipline  and  censures  of  the  Church.  So  that  beside 
tism  we  have  a  double  method  of  obtaining  pardon  ef 
according  to  their  different  quality  and  greatness.  HI 
pardon  is  confirmed  and  sealed  to  us  in  the  holy  coi 
nion,  as  it  were  by  a  visible  demonstration,  which  give 
as  by  a  deed  of  conveyance,  the  body  and  blood  of  O 
and  all  the  expiation  and  atonement  that  attends  I 
So  that  a  sinner  needs  not  complain  of  God  for  wc 
mercy,  since  there  are  so  many  ways  of  dispennng  pi 
to  us  after  baptism. 

But  some,  who  are  actually  pardoned  by  God  and  i 
favour,  cannot  think  themselves  so,  because  they  fiw 
hand  in  some  measure  still  upon  them;  either  first  in 
poral  calamities,  which  are  many  times  the  natural  effM 
sin ;  or,  secondly  in  Providential  afflictions,  whidi  H< 
wise  reasons,  and  their  own  good,  is  pleased  to  lay  and 
tinue  upon  them ;  or,  thirdly,  because  they  are  somel 
under  fresh  agonies  upon  the  remembrance  of  their  by 
sins ;  or,  fourthly,  because  God's  grace  is  not  so  pow 
in  them,  as  to  cleanse  them  from  all  the  relics  of  ( 
frailty  and  corruption,  and  make  them  Angels  before 
time ;  or,  lastly,  because  they  are  still  liable  to  temptal 
and  troubled  with  black  and  ugly  thoughts,  darted  into 
minds  against  their  wills,  by  the  power  and  subtlety  of  S 
Now  to  remove  these  scruples  and  complaints  I  proce 
the  second  general  thing  proposed,  which  was, 

2.  To  obviate  and  answer  those  difficulties,  which  i 
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make  penitent  sinners  think  they  "want  Ood's  mercy »  when 
they  really  enjoy  it.  And  to  these  I  shall  answer  both  in 
general  and  in  particular. 

In  general,  I  say,  all  this  proceeds  only  from  a  wrong  ap- 
prehension of  the  mercy  of  Ood,  which  does  not  oblige  Him 
to  remoTe  all  these  sereral  sorts  of  afflictions,  or  imper- 
feotioM  from  sinners  at  the  moment  that  He  pardons  tfieir 
shui  For  Christ  had  no  sin ;  He  was  innocence  itself,  that 
needed  no  pardon ;  and  yet  He  was  a  man  of  sorrows,  and 
aeqnainted  with  grief  all  his  life;  nay.  He  was  subject  to 
temptatiras  also,  as  we  are,  yet  without  sin,  that  He  might 
know  how  to  succour  them  that  are  tempted.  What  wonder 
then,  that  any  mortal  sinner  should  be  subject  to  such  cala- 
mities,  as  Christ  Himself,  the  immortal  Ood,  who  knew  no 
sin,  was  pleased  to  submit  to,  as  well  for  our  benefit  as 
iastnietion. 

Bui  to  answer  a  little  more  particularly  and  distinctly  to 
the  eevevalscr  uples :  I  observed  in  the  first  place,  that  tem- 
poral ealamities  were  many  times  only  the  natural  effects  of 
sin.  ^  And  why  should  any  man  wonder,  that  God  should 
permit  the  natural  effects  of  sin  to  remain  upon  the  sinner 
after  pardon,  when  in  many  cases  it  could  not  be  otherwise 
without  a  special  miracle  ?  If  a  man  by  a  drunken  or  de- 
baachedlife,  brings  upon  himself  a  lingering  fever,  or  a  con- 
sumption, Ood  may  pardon  his  sin  upon  his  true  repentance  ; 
but  He  is  not  obliged,  either  by  any  promise,  or  by  the  na- 
ture of  his  mercy,  to  work  a  special  mimcle  in  his  case,  to 
deliver  him  from  his  bodily  distemper.  Nay,  perhaps  it  is  a 
meroy  not  to  deliver  him  from  it;  since  without  a  second 
miracle  of  preventing  grace,  perhaps  the  man  as  soon  as 
he  was  healed,  would  return  to  his  old  course  again.  It 
is  rather  mercy  therefore  to  let  the  natural  effects  of  his 
sins  remain  npon  him,  even  aher  pardon. 

2.  So  again,  if  God  sends  some  providential  affliction's  upon 
men;  they  are  not  to  interpret  these  always  as  acts  of  anger 
or  judgment,  but  arguments  of  his  kindness  and  mercy,  de- 
signed by  God  only  to  prevent  sin,  and  keep  them  humble. 
As  it  was  in  the  case  of  St.  Paul,  who  was  a  chosen  vessel 
and  a  particular  favourite  of  heaven  ;  yet  God  thought  fit  to 
afflict  him  with  a  thorn  in  the  flesh,  a  messenger  of  Satan, 
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8eDt  to  buffet  him,  to  keep  bira  bumble,  lest  he  aluHild  be 
exalted  above  measure,  through  the  abuudance  of  the  rete- 
lations  that  were  given  him.  For  this  he  besought  the  Loid 
thrice,  that  it  might  depart  from  him  :  but  he  only  received 
this  answer,  that  Ood's  grace  should  be  sufficient  for  him; 
that  Grod's  strength  should  be  perfected  in  his  weakaesi. 
With  which  answer  he  was  satisfied,  and  made  no  ftutber 
complaints,  as  if  Ood  was  wanting  to  him  in  his  meroj^ :  bst, 
**  most  gladly  therefore,""  says  he,  *'  will  I  rather  glory  in  ny 
infirmities,  liiat  the  power  of  Christ  may  rest  upon  me. 
Therefore  I  take  pleasure  in  infirmities,  in  reproaches,  is 
necessities,  in  persecutions,  in  distresses  for  Christ's  saks; 
for  when  I  am  weak,  then  am  I  strong,""  2  Cor.  xii.  10.  The 
afflictions  of  Job  were,  in  like  manner,  not  expressions  of 
6od"s  anger,  but  his  infinite  wisdom  and  kindness  to  bira; 
to  approve  his  patience  to  all  the  world,  and  give  him  soflh 
a  surprising  victory  over  Satan,  as  made  even  the  advenaiy 
himself  imagine,  there  was  something  more  in  human  nalafSi 
assisted  by  grace,  than  he  before  was  apprehensive  o£  So 
that  when  God  sends  Providential  afflictions  upon  peniteit 
sinners,  they  are  not  always  scourges,  but  sometimes  m6^ 
cies,  to  try  their  patience,  *6r  to  preserve  them  from  sis. 
And  if  their  prayers  for  removal  of  them  are  at  last  head, 
as  Job"s  was,  they  may  rejoice  and  be  thankful.  If  they  are 
denied,  as  St  Paul's  was,  they  may  be  patient  still,  and  re- 
joice in  their  infirmities  with  the  great  Apostle,  that  the 
power  of  Christ  may  rest  upon  them. 

3.  But  some  penitents  are  afraid  their  sins  are  not  {Ntf- 
doned,  because  they  are  frequently  under  fears  and  appre- 
hensions of  God"s  anger  and  displeasure  recurring  upon 
them.  Now,  if  this  be  for  any  new  wilful  sins  committed 
after  [jardon,  they  have  reason  enough  indeed  to  fear;  be- 
cause of  that  saying  of  our  Saviour,  "  thou  art  made  whole; 
sin  no 'more,  lest  a  worse  thing  come  unto  thee."'  But  if  it 
be  only  for  the  remembrance  of  former  sins,  which  are  al- 
ready pardoned,  such  fears  are  no  indications  of  their  being 
out  of  God"s  favour,  but  tokens  of  his  mercy,  who  suffers 
such  fears  to  recur  upon  them,  to  make  their  repentance 
commensurate  with  their  lives,  and  by  the  abhorrence  of  by- 
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Nwsed  8in8»  to  keep  them  from  future  falling.  That  it  is  so, 
s  eyident  from  the  case  of  David,  who  after  his  sin,  was 
Mrdoned  by  the  mouth  of  the  prophet,  and  he  was  infallibly 
issured  of  it,  yet  he  lay  under  great  agonies  and  conflicts  of 
Kml  upon  the  remembrance  of  his  great  transgressions. 
Hear  one  or  two  of  his  expressions  and  complaints  upon  this 
XMsasion,  PsaL  xxxviii.  2.  "  Thy  arrows  stick  fast  in  me,  and 
Jiy  band  presseth  me  sore :  there  is  no  soundness  in  my 
IcmAi  because  of  thine  anger,  neither  is  the^e  any  rest  in  my 
)ODes  by  reason  of  my  sin.  For  mine  iniquities  are  gone  oyer 
nine  head,  as  a  sore  burden,  they  are  too  heavy  for  me.  My 
voQnds  stink  and  are  corrupt  because  of  my  foolishness ;  I 
im  troubled,  I  am  bowed  down  greatly ;  I  go  mourning  all 
he  day  long.  For  my  loins  are  filled  with  a  loathsome  dis- 
ase,  and  there  is  no  soundness  in  my  flesh.  I  am  feeble  and 
ore  broken:  I  have  roared  by  reason  of  the  disquietness  of 
ay  heart ^*  So  again,  Psal.  Ixxvii.  2.  ''  My  sore  ran  in  the 
light,  and  ceased  not ;  my  soul  refused  to  be  comforted, 
remembered  Ood,  and  was  troubled :  I  complained  and  my 
pint  was  overwhelmed.  Thou  boldest  mine  eyes  waking,  I 
.m  so  troubled  that  I  cannot  speak.  Will  the  Lord  cast  off 
or  ever  1  And  will  He  be  no  more  entreated  ?  Is  his  mercy 
lean  gone  for  ever  ?  And  doth  his  promise  fail  for  evermore  ? 
lath  Ood  forgotten  to  be  gracious  1  Hath  He  in  anger  shut 
ip  his  tender  mercies  V^  At  last,  he  recollects,  and  checks 
limself  for  these  complaints  ;  **  I  said  this  is  my  own  infir- 
nity :  but  I  will  remember  the  years  of  the  right  hand  of  the 
M[ost  High.'"  I  will  call  to  mind  what  God  before  has  done 
or  me,  and  then  there  will  be  no  room  nor  reason  for  such 
complaints  as  these. 

4.  But  some  are  afraid  their  sins  are  not  pardoned,  because 
hey  find  in  themselves  still  the  remainders  of  sin ;  and  grace 
s  not  so  powerful  in  them,  as  to  conquer  all  manner  of  sin 
¥hatsoever.  Now,  if  this  be  meant  of  willful,  reigning, 
irtoss,  habitual  sins,  they  have  reason  indeed  to  fear:  for 
hen  their  repentance  is  not  sincere,  whilst  they  knowingly 
cherish  any  one  reigning  vice  in  their  souls;  for  he  that 
ceepeth  the  whole  law,  and  yet  ofiendeth  in  one  point,  is 
piUiy  of  all.    He  that  said,  do  not  commit  adultery,  said 
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also.  Do  not  kill :  now  if  thou  commit  no  adultety,  yet  il 
tboa  kill,  thou  art  become  a  transgressor  of  the  law ;  and  so 
long  thou  art  not  in  a  state  of  grace  and  bvour  with  Ood, 
because  thou  art  a  willful  transgressor  of  his  law.  Bnt  if  it 
be  meant  only  of  lesser  sins  of  ignorance,  inadvertency,  sud- 
den surprise,  and  human  frailty,  to  which  all  men  are  liable, 
against  which  they  daily  strive,  but  cannot  wholly  oooqver; 
these  are  consistent  with  a  state  of  grace  and  favowr :  be- 
cause the  very  best  of  men  are  still  liable  to  tbeok  In  many 
things  we  offend  all :  and  in  this  sense,  there  is  no  Bian  lives, 
and  sinneth  not.  But  Ood  in  his  mercy  hath  provided  a 
remedy  for  these,  which  is  our  daily  prayers :  ^  fdrgive  as 
our  trespasses,  as  we  forgive  them  that  trespaseagainst  us.^* 
If  it  were  otherwise,  our  condition  were  very  deplorable! 
for  then  no  man  coui  J  be  saved ;  there  being  no  man,  except 
Christ  alone,  who  ever  lived  without  these.  So  that  if  Gtod 
should  be  extreme  to  mark  what  is  done  amiss,  no  man  coald 
abide  it ;  if  He  should  strictly  enter  into  judgment  with  os 
for  these  things,  no  man  living  could  be  justified  in  his  sight, 
for  this  is  only  the  perfection  of  Angels,  and  the  privilege  of 
the  spirits  of  just  men  made  perfect.  Whilst  we  are  in  diis 
body  of  flesh,  there  will  be  those  failings  and  imperfections 
in  us.  God  has  left  them  in  us  to  exercise  our  care  and  vigi* 
lence,  and  to  keep  us  humble  and  depending  upon  his  graee, 
and  to  quicken  our  addresses  to  Him  for  more  and  more 
strength  to  overcome  them.  Therefore  we  oaght  to  watch 
and  strive  indeed  against  them  as  much  as  we  can,  and  pray, 
*^  that  his  will  may  be  done  in  earth  as  it  is  done  in  heaven."" 
Bat,  if  after  all  our  prayers  and  endeavours,  we  cannot  wholly 
free  ourselves  from  them,  we  are  not  to  despond,  because  we 
are  only  in  the  condition  of  all  mankind.  We  ought  also  to 
grieve  and  sorrow  for  these  imperfections,  as  well  as  all 
others,  and  to  aspire  after  the  place  that  will  set  us  at  liberty 
from  them :  but,  we  must  not  expect  to  be  Angels  before  our 
time,  but  whilst  we  are  in  this  vale  of  misery,  be  content  to 
bear  these  as  part  of  our  afflictions  which  nothing  bat  death 
or  rather  a  victory  over  death  and  mortality,  will  wholly  con- 
quer. In  the  mean  time,  we  have  assurance,  that  God  will 
not  impute  them  to  us  to  our  condemnation,  but  pity  us,  and 
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^pardon  us  upon  oar  ooDstant  prayers  and  daily  repentance. 
And  in  this  sense  it  is,  that  St.  Austin  calls  these  yenial 
sins ;  *  not  because  any  sin  is  not  mortal  in  its  own  nature,  but 
because  they  are  such  as  God  will  not  impute  to  his  ser- 
vants, who  sincerely  love  him,  to  their  condemnation. 

5.  But  some  penitents  are  afraid  their  sins  are  not  par- 
doned, because  they  are  still  liable  to  temptations,  and 
troubled  with  black  and  ugly  thoughts,  darted  into  their 
minds  against  their  wills,  by  the  power  and  subtlety  of  Satan. 
Now  b  this  case  two  things  are  always  diligently  to  be  en- 
quired into.  1.  Whether  temptations  are  of  men's,  own  pro- 
curing, either  by  idleness  and  want  of  some  honest  employ- 
ment, or  by  putting  themselves  in  the  way  of  temptation,  by 
engaging  in  any  unlawful  business  or  diversion  ?  And  2. 
whether  a  man  cherishes  the  temptation,  or  gives  way  and 
oonsent  to  it  ?  If  either  of  these  be  his  case,  he  is  guilty  of 
ein.  For  he  that  by  idleness,  or  negligence,  or  any  unlawful 
employment  puts  himself  in  the  way  of  temptation,  tempts 
the  tempter,  as  it  were,  to  tempt  him.  Tertullian  tells  us  of 
a  certain  Christian  in  his  time,  t  who  went  to  the  Roman 
theatre,  or  stage  plays,  and  returned  possest  with  a  devil : 
and  the  unclean  spirit  being  asked  by  the  exorcist,  how  he 
durst  presume  to  attax^k  a  Christian  ?  answered  confidently, 
that  he  had  a  right  to  do  it,  because  he  found  the  party  upon 
his  own  ground.  So  that  if  men  are  engaged  in  any  un- 
lawful busines,  and  a  temptation  then  befals  them;  the 
very  temptation  itself  is  their  crime,  because  they  make 
themselves  beforehand,  parties,  and  accessaries  to  it.  Or  if 
it  befal  them  without  their  sin,  yet  if  afterwards  they  give 
way,  and  consent,  and  yield  to  the  force  of  it  they  make  it 
their  crime  by  their  sinful  compliance  with  it.  But  setting 
aside  these  two  cases,  it  is  no  crime  to  be  tempted,  whilst 
we  are  merely  passive  in  the  temptation.  Of  which  we  have 
this  infallible  proof  and  demonstration,  that  Christ  Himself 
was  tempted  of  the  devil,  yet  without  sin  in  any  but  the 
tempter.    And  so  long  as  we  keep  ourselves  pure  after  the 

*  Aug.  de  Symbolo.  Lib.  I.  cap.  Tii.  Nod  ?obis  dico.  quia  lioe  peccato 
hie  Tivetis :   sed  sunt  Tenialia,  sine  quibus  Tita  ista  non  est. 
f  Tertull.  de  apectarulis.  cap.  IM. 
VOL.   VIII.  D 
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same  example ;  that  we  Deither  be  accesmry  in  oalliog  At 
temptatioo  od  ourselves,  Dor  by  any  slafish  cowardice  in  IIm 
spirit  of  bondage,  yield  a  base  compliance  to  it ;  but  as  sooi 
as  we  find  it,  reject  it  with  indignation  and  abbovreDce,  ai 
our  Saviour  did,  *^  Get  thee  behind  me,  Satan,  for  it  is  wriltea, 
thou  shalt  worship  the  Lord  thy  Ood,  and  Him  only  sbalt 
thou  serve.^    So  l(U9g>  I  say,  as  it  makes  no  further  impres- 
sion on  us,  but  to  raise  our  anger,  or  aeal,  or  resolntioD 
against  it;  while  we  do  not  receive  it  with  pieasQfey  nor 
give  any  consent,  or  access,  or  encouragement  to  ity  |0 
&r  we  are  secure:  it  is  the  devil^s  crime,  not  ours:  it 
may  be    our  affliction,  but  it  is  not   our  sin,     It  pay 
raise  in  us  horror  and  astonishment,  as  any  aodden  surpriie 
is  apt  to  do ;  and  it  may  perhaps  create  us  angui^  wmI 
trouble,  to  think  how  we  are  exposed  to  the  assaults  of  SMMi 
who  has  power  to  work  upon  our  imaginations,  and  tbersby 
disturb  our  fancies,  and  raise  unaccountable  thoughts  in  in: 
but  so  long  as  our  wills,  over  which  he  has  no  power,  yiiU 
DO  consent,  the  most  fiery  of  all  his  darts,  the  most  subtle  of 
all  his  devices  cannot  hurt  us.    Whilst  we  resist  the  devilt  ^ 
must  at  last  fly  from  us,  and  yield  the  victory :  and  then  «e 
may  rejoice  in  the  conquest,  though  perhaps  we  could  not 
in  die  very  engagement    *'  For  no  chastening  for  the  pif* 
sent  seemeth  to   be  joyous,  but  grietous:  nevertheleii 
afterward  it  yieldeth  the  peaceable  fruit  of  righteousness  to 
them  that  are  exercised  thereby,^'  Heb.  xiL  U.  In  whidi 
respect  one  Apostle  bids  us,  ''  Count  it  all  joy  when  we  CiU 
into  divers  temptations,  knowing  this,  that  the  trial  of  oar 
fiuth  worketh  patience.    Only  let  patience  have  her  perfect 
work,  **  Jam.  i.  2.  and  then  it  will  be  joy  in  the  end,  when  we 
have  bafled  the  adversary,  and  gained  the  victory.    And  says 
another  apostle,  <^We  glory  in  tribulations  also;  knowing 
that  tribulation  worketh  patience,  and  patience  experience, 
and  experience  hope,  and  hope  maketh  not  ashamed*  be- 
cause the  love  of  Qod  is  shed  abroad  in  our  hearts  by  the 
Holy  Ghost  that  is  given  us,"'  Rom.  v.  3.    We  do  but  love 
Grod  the  more  in  such  cases,  the  more  we  are  tempted  by 
Satan  to  desert  or  forsake  Him  it  quickens  our  zeal,  redoubles 
our  care  and  watch,  invigomtes  our  faith,  and  inflames  our 
devotion,  to  make  us  fly  with  greater  frequency,  aad  greater 
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ardency  to  the  Tbrone  of  Oraoe,  to  find  help  in  time  of  need 
So  the  very  temptations  of  Satan  turn  to  our  advantage, 
whilst  we  resist  and  repel  them ;  and  we  are  more  than  con- 
querors over  him,  because  we  invert  his  wicked  designs,  and 
torn  those  things  to  our  health  and  strength,  which  he  de- 
signed should  be  an  occasion  of  falling.  Therefore  we  have 
reason  to  suppose  in  such  cases,  that  Ood  permits  Satan  to 
tenpt  us  only  for  our  advantage  :  and  it  is  not  only  a  de- 
monstration of  his  own  wisdom  and  power,  so  to  counter- 
mine the  wiles  of  Satan,  and  draw  good  out  of  evil ;  but  also 
an  argument  of  his  mercy  to  us,  to  make  our  graces  more 
irilustrious,  and  our  victory  more  glorious  ;  whilst  He  per- 
Fects  his  strength  in  our  weakness,  and  makes  us  triumph 
over  all  the  power  of  the  enemy  and  the  very  gates  of  hell, 
which  cannot  prevail  against  us. 

I  snppose,  now  it  appears  plainly  to  every  one,  that  these 
things  are  no  impeachments  of  Ood^s  mercy :  thoi^h  He 
first  suffers  temporal  calamities,  and  death  among  these,  as 
the  natural  effects  of  sin,  to  befal  the, penitent  sinners  after 
pardon ;  though  He  sometimes,  secondly,  sends  Providential 
afliGtions  on  them ;  though  thirdly  He  visits  them  some- 
linies  with  fears  and  tremblings  upon  the  remembrance  of 
tbeir  by-^ast  sins ;  though  fourthly  He  leaves  them  still 
under  the  remains  and  strugglings  of  human  infirmity,  and 
lesser  failings •  and  corruptions;  though  fifthly  He  permits 
them  to  be  liable  to  temptations,  and  to  be  troubled  with 
black  and  ugly  thoughts,  darted  into  their  minds  against 
their  wills,  by  the  power  and  subtlety  of  Satan  ;  yet  for  all 
this  He  is  a  merciful  father  to  them :  and,  **  as  a  father 
pttieth  his  children,  so  the  Lord  pitieth  them  that  fear  Him.^' 

I  cannot  close  this  discourse  without  making  these  few 
moral  reflections  on  it,  by  way  of  inference  from  what  has 
been  said. 

1.  That  the  sense  of  Ood^s  mercy  in  pardoning  the 
greatest  of  sinners,  should  encourage  all  others  to  return  to 
Him,  in  the  sincerity  of  their  hearts,  with  hopes  of  mercy. 
There  can  be  no  sin  greater  than  that  of  murdering  Christ 
and  yet  Ood  was  pleased  to  pardon  it,  for  the  encourage- 
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ment  of  others,  who  should  repent  in  future  ages.  There 
can  be  no  service  less  than  that  of  the  widow^s  two  mites, 
and  yet  God  was  pleased  to  accept  it^  because  it  proceeded  i 
from  a  willing  mind,  and  was  answerable  to  the  ability  whidi 
God  had  given  her,  who  never  requires  of  any  man  more 
than  He  6rst  enables  him  to  perform. 

2.  The  consideration  of  God's  leaving  sometimes  tem- 
poral afflictions  upon  men  after  He  pardons  their  sin,  shooU 
teach  us  to  entertain  right  and  honourable  thoughts  of  God*« 
mercy ;  not  to  repine  at  his  hand  or  dealings  with  us  in  any 
other  respect,  if  He  grants  us  the  remission  of  our  sins;  bat 
to  be  patient  and  content  under  any  other  afflictions,  when 
we  are  assured  they  are  not  arguments  of  his  wrath,  bot 
rather  indications  of  his  goodness  and  mercy,  who  knows 
what  is  most  convenient  for  us ;  as  Moses  told  the  Israelites, 
*'  thou  shalt  remember,  that  as  a  father  chastenelh  his  sod, 
so  the  Lord  thy  God  chasteneth  thee."" 

3.  The  sense  of  God^s  mercy  in  pardoning  oar  stni, 
should  raise  in  us  the  highest' affections  of  love  and  grt- 
titude  to  Him  again.  For  what  a  ravishment  is  it  for  a  de- 
sponding, poor  afflicted  soul  to  be  delivered  from  the  fears 
of  hell,  and  to  hear  Christ  say,  as  it  were,  **  To  -day  thou  shah 
be  with  me  in  paradise !'"  What  thanks  can  any  mfh  render 
to  God  for  such  a  blessing,  less  than  the  obedience  of  bis 
whole  life  ?  What  zeal  can  be  too  great  in  serving  such  a 
master  1  If  we  offer  our  bodies  and  souls  a  living  sacrifice 
to  God,  and  serve  and  glorify  Him  in  both  continually,  it  is 
but  a  reasonable  service  to  Him,  who  hath  redeemed  both 
from  hell.  Let  all  those  therefore,  who  have  the  sense  of 
God's  favour  in  the  pardon  of  their  sins,  be  as  sensible  of 
their  own  obligations  to  glorify  Him  both  in  body  and  soul 
continually,  that  they  may  shew  forth  the  praises  of  Him, 
who  hath  called  them  out  of  darkness  into  his  marvellous 
light 

4.  Lastly,  the  consideration  of  Gods  mercy  and  pity  to  us, 
should  teach  us,  in  every  instance  of  it,  to  imitate  his  blessed 
example ;  to  put  on  bowels  of  mercy,  to  be  kind  one  to  ano- 
ther, tender  hearted,  forgiving  one  another  even  as  God 
for   Christ^s  sake    hath  forgiven    us:    to  pity  those,    who 
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know  not  their  own  misery,  nor  have  any  power  or  will 
Co  help  themselves:  to  have  compassion  on  the  igno- 
rant>  and  them  that  are  out  of  the  way :  to  bear  with  tfieir 
infirmities,  and  even  their  prejudices,  and  dulncss,  and  ob- 
stinacy, as  God  many  times  does  with  ours ;  meekly  in- 
■tracting  those  who  oppose  themselves,  if  God  peradventure 
may  give  them  repentance,  to  the  acknowledgment  of  the 
truth.  Here  every  man  is  allowed  to  have  his  share  in  the 
Christian  priesthood,  to  call  and  convert,  and  save  as  many 
as  he  can,  by  his  private  instructions,  and  public  example ; 
that  he  may  in  this  way  also  shew  forth  the  praises  of  Him 
that  hath  called  him  out  of  darkness  into  his  marvellous 
light.  None  are  better  qualified  for  this  office,  than  they, 
who  have  signally  experimented  God's  mercy  themselves  • 
They  must  needs  be  the  best  monitors  to  others,  who  have 
felt  the  misery  and  slavery  of  sin  in  their  own  hearts,  and 
know  the  happiness  of  pardon  and  deliverance  in  their  own 
persons.  It  was  therefore  our  Saviour^s  admonition  to  St. 
Peter>  upon  the  view  of  his  falling  and  rising  again,  '^  when 
thou  art  converted,  strengthen  thy  brethren.^^  And  there  are 
infinite  reasons  to  engage  penitent  converts  to  this.  First, 
compassion  to  human  nature,  to  relieve  men  from  that 
thraldom,  which  they  themselves  were  once  engaged  in 
Then  again,  gratitude  to  God,  to  promote  his  glory  ;  which 
is  chiefly  done  by  the  conversion  of  sinners,  whilst  our  light 
so  shines  before  men,  that  they  may  see  our  good  works, 
and  glorify  our  Father,  which  is  in  heaven.  Which  is  a  zeal 
that  ought  to  be  in  every  true  convert,  and  commonly  is  in 
those,  who  have  been  themselves  great  and  eminent  sinners. 
For  they,  to  whom  God  forgives  much,  commonly  love  Him 
the  more  and  labour  more  abundantly  in  his  service,  as  St. 
Paul  did,  in  consideration  that  he  had  obtained  mercy  of 
God,  who  had  been  once  the  greatest  of  sinners.  Add  to 
this,  the  honour  of  the  office  and  employment,  than  which 
nothing  can  be  more  glorious:  fur  it  makes  us  workers 
together  with  God,  and  a  sort  of  under  saviours  to  mankind. 
For,  says  St.  James,  "  brethren,  if  any  of  you  do  err  from 
the  truth,  and  one  convert  him  ;  let  him  know,  that  he,  which 
converteth  a  sinner  from  the  error  of  his  way,  shall  save  a 
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soul  from  death,  and  shall  hide  a  multitude  of  sins.'*^  Fioally, 
it  is  most  beueficial  and  advantageous  to  ourselves,  as  it 
gives  us  a  title  to  a  greater  degree  of  glory  in  another 
world.  FoY  they  that  be  teachers,  shall  shine  as  the 
brightness  of  the  firmament,  and  they  that  turn  many  to 
righteousness,  as  the  stars  for  ever  and  ever.  It  is  impoe- 
sible  to  give  greater  encouragement:  God  grant  us  his 
grace  to  obtain  it,  through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord ; 

To  Whom,  with  the  Father,  and  the  Holy  Spirit,  be 
ascribed,  as  is  most  due,  all  honour,  might,  majesty  and  do- 
fflinion,  both  now,  and  for  evermore.    Amen. 
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SERMON 


ON 


THE  NATURE  AND  NECESSITY 


or  TBB  SBTBEAL   SORTS  Of 


ABSOLUTION, 


SERM.  I. 

John  xz.  23. 

fFhosesoever  sins  ye  remit,  they  are  remitted  unto  them  ; 
and  whosesoever  sins  ye  retain,  they  are  retained. 

^'THOUOH  the  doctrine  of  ministerial  absolution,  or 
^  remission  of  sins,  be  a  doctrine  of  great  use  in  Christianity, 
''as  a  matter  wherein  our  practice  is  much  concerned ;  yet 
*'  I  know  not  by  what  hard  fate  it  has  happened,  that  there 
*'  are  few  doctrines  which  have  been  more  abused  or  less 
"  understood.  The  extravagancies  of  some  on  the  one  hand, 
'*  who  would  have  it  almost  to  do  every  thing  in  Christianity, 
'  have  made  others  think  it  could  do  nothing :  as  violent 
'^  disputes  usually  beget  great  oppositions,  and  great  oppo- 
*  sitions  commonly  end  in  different  extremes.  It  will  not 
'  be  amiss  therefore  to  set  this  useful  and  necessary  doctrine 
^*  in  its  proper  light,  by  discoursing  of  it  in  a  practical  way 
'*  without  any  dispute,  beginning  with  its  original  or  first 
'*  institution. 

'*  When  our  Saviour  was  about  to  leave  the  world,  He 
'*  gtiye  commission  to  his  disciples  to  act  in  his  name,  as  his 
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'<  ministers  and  vicegerents,  in  all  things  relating  to  the 
kingdom  of  Ood.  This  kingdom  was  founded  chiefly  opoo 
the  promise  and  prospect  of  pardon  or  remission  of  sins: 
'^  and  this  pardon  was  to  be  dispensed,  and  ascertained  to 
''  men,  by  the  intervention  of  those,  whom  he  had  appointed 
<*  and  commissioned  for  this  very  purpose.  For  this  wu 
part  of  their  commission,  to  remit  or  to  retain  sins,  as  diey 
should  judge  proper,  acting  by  the  rules,  which  He  gave 
**  them,  with  a  promise  that  what  they  did  regularly  in  hit 
'*  Church  on  earth,  should  be  ratified  and  confirmed  bj 
^^  Himself  in  Heaven. 

**  In  general  therefore  it  is  evident  beyond  dispute,  thst 
**  Christ  left  a  power  in  the  hands  of  his  ministers  to  rettis, 
or  to  forgive  men's  sins :  but  yet  to  have  a  more  particiilir 
account  and  right  apprehension  of  this,  three  enqoiriii 
**  will  be  necessary  to  be  made  further: 

**  1.  Into  the  nature  of  this  power,  as  it  belongs  tomaii- 
'^  For  notwithstanding  the  commission  and  authority  granted 
to  man,  there  is  still  a  vast  difference  to  be  made  between 
the  power  of  forgiving  sins,  as  exercised  by  God,  and  «f 
'*  exercised  by  man. 

^'  2.  We  must  enquire  into  the  several  acts  or  ways,  is 
<'  which  the  ministers  of  Christ  are  commissioned  and  autho- 
'^  rised  to  exemplify  his  power. 

^'  3.  How  far  all  men  are  bound  to  submit  to  the  lawftit 
**  exercise  of  it. 

**  From  the  resolution  of  which  points  we  shall  be  able  to 
''reduce  this  consideration  to  practice,  and  easily  AseaiB 
''  what  are  the  proper  uses  to  be  made  of  this  doctrine  of 
''  absolution,  both  as  it  relates  to  the  ministers  of  Christ  tad 
**  his  people. 

**\.  \  begin  with  the  first  enquiry  into  the  nature,  of  dus 
<'  power,  as  it  belongs  to  man.  Where  I  observe,  that  notwitb- 
^' standing  the  comtnission  granted  to  man,  there  is  stHIa 
**  vast  difference  to  be  made  between  the  power  of  forgmag 
**  sins,  as  exercised  by  God,  and  as  exercised  by  man.  For 
''the  power  of  God  is  absolute  and  sovereign  in  pardoning 
"sins;  bis  judgment  unerring  and  infallible  about  die  sob- 
"jects,  who  are  capable  of  pardon:  and  consequently  lis 
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'  seoteDceis  alv^ays  exact,  and  irreyersible  by  any  other  power 

<«  whatsoever.    Whereas  the  power  of  man  to  forgive  sins  is 

''not  absolute  but  only  ministerial:  his  commission  and 

'*  authority  is  not  only  derivative,  but  tied  up  and  bounded 

"  by  certain  rules,  which  are  to  be  the  measures  of  his  pro. 

''ceedings  in  this  grand  afiair  with   his  fellow  creatures. 

**  Consequently  his  judgment  is  neither  infallible,  nor  his 

"  sentence  irreversible,  but  only  so  far  as  he  observes  the 

**  rulea  prescribed  by  his  sovereign  Lord,  who  still  reserves 

^  to  Himself  the  privilege  of  reviewing  the  determinations 

**  of  his  vicegerents  and  judges  upon  earth,  and  of  judging 

''  over  again  their  sentence  by  his  final  and  unerring  judg- 

**  ment.     If  the  ministers  of  Christ  indeed  observe  exactly 

<'  the  roles,  which  he  has  prescribed,  in  judging  sinners  and 

''  pardoning  sin  ;  if  they  neither  through  haste  or  partiality, 

«*  or  ignorance  and  error,  condemn  the  guiltless,  or  absolve 

the  guilty ;  then  their  sentence,  whether  it  be  of  remitting, 

or  retaining  sins,  will  be  confirmed  and  ratified  in  Heaven : 

**  because  they  act  according  to  the  tenor  of  their  com- 

'^  mission,  and  only  as  faithful  stewards  conforming  to  the 

<^  measures  and  ruleei,  which  their  sovereign  Lord  has  ap- 

*'  pointed  them.     But  if  they  chance  to  deviate  from  those 

<'  rules,  either  by  ignorance  of  men's  case,  or  the  sly  pre- 

<'  tenees  of  hypocritical  sinners ;  *   or  by  an}'  neglect,  or 

*  Cyprian  to  thU  purpose  says  :  Neque  eoim  prajudicanaus  Domino  judi- 
catoro,  qno  minus  si  p«Bnttentiam  plenam  et  justam  pecoatoris  iuTenerit, 
tune  rmtum  facial  qnod  iL  nobis  fiierit  bic  statutum.    8i  Terd  nbs  aliqais 
pasnitentla   siaiulatlone  deloserit;    Deus   qui  non    deridetur,    et   qui  cor 
I      boninis  intnetur,  de  his  qus  nos  miniis  perSpeximus  judicet,  et  servorum 
'       ssQtentiani  emendet.    Cypr.  Ep.  A9,  al.  bh,  ad  Antonian.  p.  108,     fTe  do  m>t 
jn^udy^  or  forestall  the  Ijtrd^  who  it  to  judge  ;  but  that  if  htfind  the  re- 
penUmet^the  Minntr  to  be  full  andjuH,  he  may  then  ratify  ^^^  which  was 
here  crdmimed  hy  ut :  but  if  any  9ne  do  deceive  ue  bg  a  false  appearance  of 
repetUmnee^  Qod^  who  is  not  mocked^  and  who  beholdeth  the  heart  qf  man^ 
wtojf  Judge  of  thou  things  which  we  did  not  well  discern^  and  the  Lord  mag 
atsemd  the  senUnce  qfhis  servants.    In  lilce  manner  Pacian.  Ep.  i.  ad  Sem- 
proniao.  bibi.  patr.  torn.  8.  p.  53.    Reddet  qnidem  iiie  rationem,  si  ^uid  per- 
pwmm  feeerit,  ¥el  si  corrupt^,  and  impid  judicarit.    Nee  prajudicatur  Deo 
qud  minAs  asali  sdiflcatoris  opera  rescindat :  intereiL  si  pia  ilia  administratio 
est,  adjutor  Dei  operum  perseierat.     The  minister  shall  give  an  account,  if  he 
kaa  done  any  thing  amiss^  or  if  he  has  judged  corrupUy  and  wickedly :  neither 
at  OodforestaUed,  thai  he  nnny  not  undo  the  works  ^  this  evil  builder.    But 
in  the  meantime,  if  that  administration  of  his  be  Godly,  he  continues  an  helper 
of  the  works  ^f  God, 
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'*  weakness,  or  assuming  tyranny,  or  fond  indulgence,  or 
any  other  passion  incident  to  human  nature ;  in  all  such 
cases  Christ  the  supreme  Lord  will  judge  thingps  o?er 
''  again,  and  reverse  their  sentence,  whether  it  be  too  rigo- 
'^  rous,  or  too  indulgent ;  because  they  exceed  their  com- 
''  mission,  and  judge  by  other  rules  than  what  He  has  ap- 
pointed them.  This  is  that  noted  difference  between  the 
power  of  God  and  man  in  forgiving  sins ;  the  one  does  it 
by  an  absolute  and  independant  authority,  the  other  only 
**  by  a  subordinate  and  restrained  commission,  which  is 
**  rather  a  declaration  of  God's  will,  than  any  sovereign  power 
**  invested  in  him.  For  no  man  can  say  to  his  brother,  with 
**  the  same  authority  and  infallible  assurance,  as  Christ  did 
**  to  the  thief  upon  the  crossf,  *' To-day  thou  shalt  be  with  me 
**  in  Paradise."  This  is  the  prerogative  of  God  alone,  to 
*'  pardon  sins  with  an  absolute  and  uncontrollable  power. 
'^  And  in  this  sense  it  is  properly  said  in  Scripture,  that 
'*  none  can  forgive  sins  but  God.  And  upon  this  foundation 
^*  Athanasius,  and  the  generality  of  the  ancient  writers  * 
always  argued  for  the  Divinity  of  our  Saviour  against 
Arius,  from  this  topic,  that  He  took  upon  Him  to  forgive 
<'  sins  with  an  absolute  authority,  which  was  the  peculiar 
*'  privilege  of  God  alone. 

"  Yet  this  does  not  hinder  but  that  man  nuiy  have  a  mi- 
**  nisterial  part  in  the  forgiveness  of  sins,  in  such  acts  as  are 
'^by  commission  entrusted  with  him:  And  what  those  acts 
'^  of  his.  ministry  are  I  come  now  in  the  next  place  to  con- 
'^  sider,  by  proceeding  in  order  to  the  second  enquiry,  vi'hich 
"  was ; 

'*2.  What  those  special  acts  or  ways  are,  in  which  the 
^^  ministers  of  Christ  are  commissioned  or  authorized  to 
'^  exemplify  this  their  power  of  retaining  or  remitting  sins. 

*'  Now  these  upon  an  exact  enquiry  appear  to  be  these 
'*  four  acts  of  the  ministry,  whereby  the  benefit  of  absolution 
'^  is  ordinarily  dispensed  unto  men. 

**  1.  The  power  of  administering  the  two  sacraments 
'^  of  baptism  and  the  Lord's   supper  to  all    such   as  are 

*  8eo4hU  folly  proved,  Grig.  Eccles.  book  19.  Chap.  1.  Sect.  1. 
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ualified  to  receive  them:  which  is  therefore  called  sa* 
ramental  absolution. 

'  2.  The  power  of  declaring'  or  publishing  the  terms  of 
onditionsy  upon  which  the  Grospel  promises  pardon  and 
amission  of  sins,  which  is  called  the  declaratory  ab- 
Dlntion  of  the  word  and  doctrine. 

'3.  The  power  of  interceding  with  God  for  pardon  of 
IBS  through  the  merits  of  Christ ;  which  is  the  absolution 
f  prayer. 

'  4.  The  power  of  executing  Church  discipline  and  cen- 
iires  upon  delinquents;  which  consists  in  excluding 
■gitaous  and  scandalous  sinners  from  the  communion  of 
le  Churchy  and  receiving  penitents  again  into  her  com- 
Mmion^  when  they  have  given,  just  evidences  of  a  sincere 
ipeotance.  In  these  four  acts,  regularly  exercised,  con- 
itts  the  ministerial  power  of  retaining  or  remitting  sins,  so 
ir  as  the  delegated  authority  of  man  can  be  concerned  in 

'  1.  Id  the  power  of  administering  the  two  sacraments  of 
aptism  and  the  Lord^s  supper  to  all  such  as  are  qualified 
>  receive  them.  Baptism  is  the  grand  absolution  of  the 
Ihristian  Church  :  *  for  by  it  all  men^  who  are  admitted  as 
viog  members  of  Christ's  mystical  body,  the  Church, 
Mseive  certain  and  universal  remission  of  sins.  Whence 
had  anciently  the  names  of  indulgence,  and  salvation, 
nd  remission  of  sins,  t  because  these  were  the  undoubted 
fleets  to  all  worthy  receivers  of  it.  Therefore  so  far  as 
16  ministers  of  Christ  are  authorized  to  admit  proselytes 
nd  converts  into  the  Church  by  the  sacrament  of  baptism, 
3  far  they  are  impowered  to  grant  remission  of  sins ;  be- 
ause  they  administer  that,  of  which  the  proper  efi^ect 
I  the  remission  of  sins ;  as  it  is  the  seal  of  God^s  co- 
enant,  and  means  of  conveying  all  the  spiritual  blessings 
f  Christ's  death  and  passion  to  all  those,  who  come  in 
iie  sincerity  of  their  hearts  with  due  qualifications  to 
dceive  it. 


See  the  sense  of  the  AncienU  upon  this  point,  Orig.  Eccles.  Uook  10. 
p.  1.  Sect.  2.  t  Ibia. 
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"  that  is,  to  retain  their  tins,  by  denying  them  the  ordiBiry 
**  meant  of  remission  and  forgiveness. 

**  Thns  far  it  is  plain  even  to  a  demonstration,  that  die 
'*  ministers  of  Christ  are  invested  with  a  power  of  retaiiiDg 
'*  or  remitting  sins,  as  they  are  appointed  by  Christ  to 
**  be  the  administrators  of  baptism,  and  subordinate  jodgci 
'*  of  the  fitness  and  qaalifieations  of  sach  persons  as  ars  to 
**  be  admitted  to  it.  For  they,  who  are  entmsted  widi  Ik 
^*  ordinary  administration  6f  such  a  mystery,  as  oonvejs  or 
''  seals  remission  of  sins  to  men,  must  be  allowed  to  be  tke 

proper  instruments  of  binding  and  loosing,  of  reiamipg 

and  remitting  men's  sins,  whilst  they  are  autliorind  to 
^  admit  die  worthy,  and  reject   the  unworthy    from  Ae 

participation  of  such  a  mystery. 

The  ease  is  the  very  same  with  respect  to  their  power 

in  administering  the  other  sacrament  of  the  Lord^a  snppsr. 

For  that  also  is  a  means  of  conveying  and  sealing  to  mm 
*'  the  remission  of  sins.     It  only  differs  from  baptism  in  tUi; 

that  baptism  is  the  first  grant  of  such  a  blessing,  and  the 
^'Lord's    supper  is  a  further  confirmation,  or  contiMiaBOe 

and  repetition  of  it     So  that  as  ministers  are  empowvod, 

by  virtue  of  being  stewards  of  Christ's  mysteries,  to  adiait 

the  worthy  to  a  participation  of  the  euoharist,  and  debsr 
*'  the  unworthy,  or  scandalous  and  profane  livers,  from  the 
**  benefit  of  such  communion ;  so  fiEir  they  are  invested  with 
**  power  of  remitting  or  retaining  men's  sins,  as  being  propw 
«' judges  of  men's  qualifications  for  the  reception  or  not 
<<  reception  of  such  a  mystery,  upon  which,  in  the  ordinaiy 
«*  method  and  dispensation  of  God's  grace,  remission  of  sins 
**  is  made  to  depend. 

'<  And  herein  consists  the  first  act  of  the  minister's  power 
**  in  remitting  or  retaining  sins,  by  applying  to  men  the 
'^  sacraments  of  the  Church,  in  the  use  of  which  remission  of 
**  sins  is  granted  to  all  worthy  receivers. 

**  2.  The  second  act  of  this  power  is  the  declaratory  abso- 
**  lution  of  the  word  and  doctrine,  which  consists  in  pnh- 
«*  lishing  the  terms  and  conditions,  upon  which  the  Qospel 
**  promises  pardon  and  remission  of  sins.  This  is  either 
''  general  or  particular :   the  general  absolution  is  such  ti 
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nir  Church  appoints  every  minister  to  pronounce  after  the 
[general  confession  of  sins  in  her  daily  senrice ;  where  it  is 
laid,  that  God  hath  given  power  and  commandment  to  his 
nioisters,  to  declare  and  pronounce  to  his  people,  being* 
Mnitent,  the  absolution  and  remission  of  their  sins ;  by 
rirtue  of  which  power  they  declare,  that  God  pardoneth 
iiid  absolveth  all  them  that  truly  repent  and  unfeignedly 
believe  his  holy  Grospel.  This  in  effect,  is  done,  whenever 
ft  minister  publishes  or  preaches  the  terms  of  the  Gospel 
to  men,  declaring  in  Ood^s  name  upon  what  conditions 
remission  of  sins  may  be  obtained ;  and  the  design  of  it  is 
to  eioite  and  encourage  all  sinners  to  repent  and  turn  to 
Gk)d  in  hopes  of  mercy,  and  to  give  consolation  and  com- 
fort to  all  such  as  do  actually  and  sincerely  turn  to  Him. 
For  which  reason  the  Church  has  thought  fit  to  insert  this 
into  her  public  offices,  and  give  it  a  place  in  her  daily 
liturgy;  which  is  a  peculiar  excellency  and  commen- 
dation of» her  service,  the  want  whereof  is  lamented  in 
some  other  Churches.  For  Calvin  declares,  *  he  was  very 
dawons  to  have  had  such  a  general  declaratory  absolution 
inserted  into  the  Geneva  Liturgy,  but  could  not  prevail 
with  his  associates  to  introduce  it. 

*'  But  besides  this  general  declaratory  absolution  retained  in 
oar  service,  there  is  a  more  particular  absolution  appointed 
to  be  given  to  single  persons  in  some  special  cases  ;  that 
is,  when  men  labour  under  troubles  of  mind  and  disquiet 
of  conscience  for  any  particular  sins,  which  they  make 
confession  of  to  a  minister,  with  proper  signs  of  a  genuine 
repentance.  In  that  case  the  minister  is  authorized,  not 
only  to  give  them  ghostly  counsel  and  advice,  but  also  the 
benefit  of  absolution;  that  is,  if  upon  a  just  examination 
of  their  case,  he  judges  them  to  be  real  penitents  before 
God,  then  he  may  not  only  declare  to  them  the  geneml 
promises  of  pardon,  but  assure  them  in  particular,  that  as  far 
as  he  can  judge  of  their  case  by  the  visible  tokens  and  in- 
dications of  their  repentance,  he  esteems  them  absolved  be- 
fore God,  and  accordingly  declares  and  pronounces  to 
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them  their  absolution.  This  is  do  infallible  judgmeni  ia- 
**  deed,  because  one  man  may  deoeive  another  by  apeeioaf 
pretences  of  repentance,  which  are  not  always  r«ai:  hsl 
yet  it  is  as  great  an  assurance,  as  a  prudent,  8agacioas,aad 
'^  pious  minister  of  Christ  can  give  to  his  fellow  creature  for 
bis  satisfaction,  without  particular  inspiration. 
And  it  must  needs  be  of  considerable  weight  and 
'^  ment  towards  the  satisfaction  and  comfort  of  an  affliotsd, 
'^  or  a  doubtful  and  desponding  soul,  to  have  the  deolaiatiott 
*'  of  a  skilful  physician  to  rely  upon :  to  have  one,  who  by 
'.'  his  office  is  qualified  to  be  a  proper  judge  in  such  oaseii 
'^  to  pronounce  his  absolution. 
^'  Therefore  our  Church,  for  the  comfort  of  such  peDiteat 
sinners,  has  appointed  the  minister  in  two  of  her  oflksi» 
(the  exhortation  to  the  communion,  and  the  viaitalion  of 
*■  the  sick),  to  grant  such  a  particular  absolution,  aaying  is 
one  of  them,  **  By  the  authority  of  Jesus  Christ  comtaittsd 
unto  me,  I  absolve  thee  from  all  thy  offences."^  Whidi 
though  it  be  not  an  absolute  authority,  yet  it  is  auoh  a  da- 
*^  deration  of  God's  will,  as  one  man  can  make  to  anodisr 
*'  upon  the  nicest  enquiry  into  his  state  and  matureat  ooDsi- 
**  deration.  It  is  like  the  priest's  declaration  under  the  old 
**  law  concerning  the  leper,  whether  he  was  cleaa  or 
unclean :  his  declaration  or  judgment  concerning  sudi  IB 
one  is  said  to  be  the  cleansing  or  polluting  hira;tke 
making  him  clean  or  unclean ;  though  strictly  speakini^, 
**  the  priest  did  neither  make  him  leprous,  nor  not  leprous, 
^*  but  only  declare  upon  a  just  examination  and  view,  nhe- 
*'  ther  he  was  so  or  not  In  like  manner  St  Jerom,  and  the 
'*  master  of  the  sentences,  and  many  others  after  them,  have 
**  observed,  *  that  the  ministers  of  the  Gk>spel  have  that  right 
^'  and  office,  in  remitting  or  retaining  sins,  which  the  le^ 
priests  had  of  old  under  the  law  in  curing  of  the  lepevs: 
they  forgive  sins  or  retain  them,  whilst  they  shew  and  de- 
clare, that  they  are  forgiven  or  retained  by  God.  Aad 
**  such  a  declaration,  proceeding  from  the  mouth  of  those 


*  See  the  testimonies  of  St.  Jerom  and  Peter  Lombtrd  related  at  lengdi. 
Grig.  Eeoles.  Book  19.  Chap.  9.  Seet,  0. 
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*'  ffho  are  eoostituted  miDisterial  judges  of  particular  men^s 
repenlaDce,  is  justly  construed  an  evangelical  absolutiony 
saflSioient  to  minister  satisfaction  and  comfort  to  the  peni- 
**  tent  sinner. 

'  3.  The  third  act  of  this  ministerial  power  is  interces- 
sion with  God  for  pardon  of  sins  through  the  merits  of 
**  Cluist ;  which  is  what  the  Church  has  always  called  the 
**  absolution  of  prayer,  joined  to  the  absolution  of  the  word 
^'  and  sacraments.  This  always  either  implicitly  or  expressly 
**  aecompanies  the  other  acts  of  absolution,  *  as  a  chief  part 
^  of  the  minister's  office,  which  is  to  intercede  and  pray  to 
'^Grod  for  the  sins  of  the  people.  The  sacraments  are 
''  sometimes  administered  in  a  precatory  form,  as  is  that  of 
'^  the  Eucharist  in  our  Liturgy :  '^  The  body  of  our  Lord 
'^  Jesus  Christ  preserve  thy  body  and  soul  unto  everlasting 
''  life.'*  And  so  some  tell  us,  t  that  baptism  now  in  the  Greek 
**  CiMiffeh  is  administered  in  the  like  manner  and  form, 
BofHzeiur  servus  Christ i  in  nomine  Patrisy  8fc.  Lei  the 
tervani  of  Christ  be  baptized  in  the  name  of  the  Father, 
San,  and  Holy  Ghost,  by  way  of  prayer.  And  though  our 
present  form,  '*  I  baptize  thee,'"  differ  a  little  from  this ;  yet 
it  is  always  accompanied  with  prayers,  that  God  would  re- 
^*  lease  the  party  baptized  of  his  sins,  and  grant  him  all  the 
"  benefits  of  regeneration.  So  it  is  observable,  that  imme- 
'*  diately  after  the  general  dedamtory  absolution  in  our 
Litorgy,  the  Church  appoints  the  Lord's  prayer  to  be  used, 
as  that  whereby  we  obtain  a  general  discharge  or  rerois- 
^*  sion  of  sins  of  daily  incursion.  And  some  of  our  Church's 
forms  of  absolution  are  plain  and  direct  prayers  for  pardon 
and  forgiveness.  As  that  in  the  communion  office  after 
**  the  general  confession  ;  where  the  Kubrick  says^  '^  Then 
**  shall  the  priest  or  the  bishop  being  present ^  stand  up,  and 
turning  himself  to  the  people,  pronounce  this  absobution 
Almighty  God  our  heavenly  Father,  who  of  His  great 
mercy  hath  promised  forgiveness  of  sins  to  all  them  that 
with  hearty  repentance  and  true  faith  turn  unto  him,  have 
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*  Confer.  Grig.  Ecclen.  Book  10.  Chap.  1.  Sect.  6.  and  Chap.  2  Sect.  4. 
t  Deeretom  Engenii  ad  CalcMu  C'Oa.  Florent. 
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**  mercy  upon  you,  pardon  and  deliver  yoa  from  all  your  ^ 
**  sins,  confirm  and  strengthen  you  in  all  goodness,  omI  j 
**  bring  you  to  everlasting  life,  through  Jesus  Christ  osr  I 
Lord.**     Here  the  declaratory  absolution,  and  the  pre- 
catory are  evidently  joined  together  in  the  same  prayer: 
for  the  prayer  consists  partly  of  a  declaration  of  GtxTi 
promises  to  pardon  true  penitent  sinnerSi  and  partly  of  so 
intercession  with  God  for  actual  pardon  for  those  particritr 
**  sinners,  for  whom  the  minister  then  makes  his  applioatidii 
*'  and  address  to  the  throne  of  grace.     And  there  are  nsBf 
**  other  such  forms  of  absolution  throughout  the  litoigy  <h 
''our  Church.     Nay,  all   the  absolutions  of  the  anma^ 
"  Church,  when  penitents  after  excommunication  and  a  loa^ 
'^  course  of  discipline  were  received  into  grace  and  fcvosr 
"again,  were  accompanied  with  imposition  of  hands  sad 
prayer,*  to  denote  that  the  ministerial  benedictioD  andii- 
'*  tercession  with  God  for  sinners,  was  a  principal,  dioagk 
not  the  only  act  of  sacerdotal  power  in  the  business  of 
evangelical  absolution.    And  this  was  conformable  to  At 
"  rule  of  benediction  given  by  Moses  to  the  priests  of  dis 
"  old  law.  Numb.  6.  27.  '^  They  shall  put  my  name  upon  At 
"  children  of  Israel,  and  I  will  bless  them.**    It  is  Odd,  pro- 
perly speaking,  that  blesses  and  pardons :    and  yet  wImb 
the  priests  intercede  with  God  for  these  things,  they  ate 
"  also  said  in  their  way  to  give  blessing  and  absolution.  .  All 
"  which  fully  evinces  intercession  and  prayer  to  be  one  sort 
"  of  ministerial  absolution,  as  it  is  a  means  in  the  hand  of 
man,  whereby  God  is  pleased  to  derive  and  shower  dows 
the  blessing  of  his  absolution  upon  his  people. 
''  There  is  yet  a  fourth  instance  of  this  power  of  remittiBg 
"  and  retaining  sins,  which  is  the  power  of  executing  Churoh 
''  discipline  and  censures  upon  delinquents.    This  consasli 
''  in  excluding  flagitious  and  scandalous  sinners  from  the 
communion  of  the  Church,  and  receiving  penitents  into 
communion  again  upon  their  submission  and  repentanoa 
This  is  properly  a  judicial  act:    For  as  the  ministers  of 
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•  Se«  this  fully  proTed,  Ori|r«  Eeelcs.  Book  19.  Chap.  9.  Soet.  4. 
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''  Christ  are  judges  of  mens  qualifications  for  their  first  ad* 
'*  mission  into  the  Church  by  baptism,  so  are  they  judges  of 

*  their  qualifications  for  their  continuance  in  the  same ;  and 
'  as  stewards  of  the  mysteries  of  God,  they  are  obliged  to 
'  separate  the  precious  from  the  vile,  and  distinguish  the 
'  worthy  receivers  of  those  mysteries  from  the  prophaners 
'  and  contemners  of  them.  "  Holy  things  are  not  to  be 
'  gi^en  unto  dogs,  neither  are  pearls  to  be  cast  before 
'  awine."  And  therefore  when  men  debase  themselves  to 
'  those  infamous  and  brutish  characters,  they  have  no  longer 
^aright  to  the  privileges  of  Christian  communion ;  but  are 
'to  be  lopt  off  as  unsound  branches,  partly  to  avoid  conta- 
'  poD  and  infection  of  the  sound  members,  and  partly  to 
'  make  the  sinners  themselves  ashamed,  and  thereby  bring 
'  them  to  reformation  and  amendment. 

'*  It  is  true  indeed,  this  power  is  not  arbitrary  in  the  mi- 
'  Bisters  of  Christ.  They  are  not  to  use  this  severest  of  pu- 
'  nishments  for  every  jealousy  and  suspicion  of  evil ;  nor 

*  yet  for  every  light  and  trivial  offence,  which  may  be  cured 
*by  other  remedies;  nor  for  greater  and  more  heinous 
'  erimes,  without  previous  admonition,  and  trial  of  other  me- 

*  thods,  which  Christ  has  appointed  to  be  used  for  the  refor- 
'mation  of  sinners;  nor  yet  upon  whole  bodies  of  men,* 

*  where  there  is  danger  of  rooting  up  the  wheat  with|  the 
•f  tares,  and  of  doing  more  harm  than  good  to  the  Churchy 
'*  by  involving  the  innocent  with  the  guilty,  or  laying  whole 
'*  Churches  under  interdict,  or  occasioning  great  and  dange- 
"  rous  schisms,  to  the  Church's  manifest  peril  and  destruction, 
^*  For  the  design  of  this  power  and  discipline  is  for  edifi- 
^'  cation,  and  not  for  destruction  ;  to  cleanse  and  purify  the 
^  Church,  but  not  to  shock  its  very  constitution,  and  raze 
''  and  overturn  its  foundations  bv  an  indiscreet  and  intem- 
"  perate  zeal  for  the  preservation  of  it.  And  therefore  here, 
*' if  ever,  the  ministerial  power  is  to  be  exercised  with  the 
^  gpreatest  wisdom  and  prudence,  as  well  as  charity  and  con- 
'*  cem  for  the  souls  of  men,  and  the  good  of  the  whole  com- 


*  See  the  practice  of  the  primitiTe  Church  illustrated  in  all  these  cases 
Oris*  Ecclea.  Book  16.  Chap.  8.  Sect.  0.  &c.j 


4€ 
t< 
€€ 
i€ 
€€ 


422  NATOUt   AND   NKCKSSITT   OF   THE 

''  munity.  Of  all  which  the  ministers  of  Christ  are  oooiti- 
*^  tuted  discretionary  judges,  invested  with  power  to  esBumse 
*^  both  men's  faith  and  morals,  and  to  exclude  the  soandaloM 
*^  and  prophane,and  to  re-adinit  the  truly  penitent  upon  their 
^'  giving  evident  tokens  of  a  real  conversion,  and  biiogiig 
**  forth  fruits  meet  for  repentance.  They  are  Christ^s  aubiti- 
*^  tutes  and  vicegerents  in  his  Church,  binding  and  looiiBgi 
'^  opening  and  shutting  with  the  keys  of  the  kingdom  of 
*' heaven:  which  so  long  as  they  use  according  to  die 
rules  prescribed  them  by  Christ,  their  sentence,  tboagh 
only  ministerial,  is  of  great  effect  in  the  external  coomihi- 
nion  of  the  Church  at  present,  and  will  be  found  to  be  of 
force,  as  a  prejudging  forerunner  of  the  sentence  of  the  lait 
day.  For  under  these  limitations,  and  reserving  a  due  pre- 
rogative to  the  infallible  sovereignty  of  Christ,  it  oanaot 
*'  be  doubted,  but '^  that  whosesoever  sins  they  retain,  they  sre 
'^ retained;  and  whosesoever  sins  they  remit,  they  are 
*'  remitted  unto  them." 

*'  I  should  now  have  proceeded  to  the  third  enqmrfi 
"  how  far  it  is  necessary  for  all  men  to  submit  to  the  minie- 
''  terial  exercise  of  this  power  in  all  the  four  several  braochei 
**  of  it  thus  explained  ?  and  also  have  reduced  this  wbok 
**  consideration  to  practice.  But  because  the  just  exaai- 
*'  nation  of  these  things  would  exceed  the  limits  of  the  pre- 
**  sent  discourse,  I  shall  only  say  these  two  things  by  way 
*'  of  general  remark  in  the  close  of  it. 

"  I.  That  the  necessity  of  absolution  in  any  kind  is  the 
^*  same  as  the  necessity  of  the  thing  by  which  it  is  wroogfat 
**  and  ministered  to  us.  So  that  if  there  be  any  necessity  of 
receiving  the  two  sacraments  of  baptism  and  the  Lord's 
supper,  there  is  the  same  necessity  of  receiving  the  saoia- 
'*  mental  absolution,  that  is  conveyed  to  us  by  and  in  the  use 
^  of  those  holy  mysteries.  If  there  be  any  necessity  of 
**  having  the  conditions  of  the  Gospel,  and  God's  general 
*^  promises  of  pardon  declared  to  us,  and  applied  to  our 
"  souls;  then  there  is  an  equal  necessity  of  a  general  de- 
"  claratory  absolution,  to  excite  our  hopes,  and  invigorate 
'*  our  faith,  and  engage  us  to  a  true  repentance  and  holy 
'*  obedience.     If  there  be  any  necessity  for  an  aflEUcted  souli 
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**  that  labours  under  insaperable  doabts  and  troubles  of 
^miiid^  to  be  relieved  of  her  burden,  and  to  be  quietly 
*^  settled  in  a  state  of  comfort  and  satisfaction ;  then  there  is 
**  a  like  necessity  of  a  particular  declaratory  absolution.  If 
**  there  be  any  necessity  for  the  public  prayers  of  the  Church 
to  implore  Ood's  mercy  for  the  remission  of  sins  to  public 
penitents ;  then  there  is  the  same  necessity  of  a  precatory 
"  absolution.  And  finally,  if  there  be  any  necessity  for  scan- 
**  dalous  sinners,  who  are  cast  out  of  the  Church,  to  be 
**  restored  to  the  peace  and  communion  of  the  Church 
'*  again,  in  order  to  make  their  peace  with  God ;  then  there 
**isa  necessity  of  a  judicial  absolution.  So  fares  any  of 
^  these  offices  and  ministries  are  necessary  in  the  Church,  so 
'*  far  the  several  sorts  of  absolution,  which  depend  upon  them, 
*^  must  be  concluded  to  be  necessary  likewise.  And  so  far 
*^  a  respect  is  due  to  them,  as  the  ordinances  of  God :  inso- 
**  much  as  that  where  they  may  be  ordinarily  had,  they  are 
**  not  ordinarily  to  be  omitted ;  much  less  to  be  despised  or 
**  neglected ;  because  that,  in  other  words,  is  the  same 
'^  thing  as  contemning  the  sacraments  of  Christ,  and  public 
**  prayer,  and  preaching,  and  the  discipline  and  censures  of 
*'  the  Church,  which  are  ordinances  of  God's  own  appoint- 
« ing. 

**  2.  The  other  thing,  I  am  to  remark  in  the  close  of  this 

*' discourse,   is,  that   whatever  necessity   there  be    of  an 

"  external  absolution,  yet  there  is  still  a  greater  necessity  of 

"  the  internal  qualifications  of  men's  own  minds  in  order  to 

'*  receive  it.    These   qualifications  are  a  true  faith,  a  true 

'*  repentance,  and  new  obedience  of  life ;  which  are  the 

Gospel  conditions,  required  to  make  any  human  absolution 

effectual  to  our  pardon.     God  may,  and  sometimes  does, 

where  there  is  no  contempt,  dispense  with  the  want  of 

**  the  former,  but  He  never  dispenses  with  the  latter :     '  For 

''  without  holiness  no  man  shall  see  the  Lord.''     It  is  neither 

**  confession  nor  attrition,  nor  an  external  absolution  of  any 

**  kind,  but  only  a  sincere  conversion,  that  will  qualify  us  for 

**  his  pardon.     And  therefore,  as  ever  we  expect  to  be  ab- 

"  solved  in  heaven,  we  must  prepare  ourselves  with  those 

''  qualifications,  which  alone  can  give  us  security  at  the  day 
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«  of  jadgment.  God  of  His  mercy  inspire  as  all  with  thsie 
**  most  necessary  qualifications,  throngh  the  intercession  sad 
''  merits  of  the  great  high  priest  of  our  profession,  Jessf 
*'  Christ  our  blessed  Lord  and  Saviour.    To  whom,^  ftc. 


SERMON    IL 


John  xx.  23. 

fFkosesoever  sins  ye  remit,  they  are  remitted  unio  them ; 
and  whosesoever  sins  ye  retain^  they  are  retained. 

Iif  the  former  discoarse  upon  these  words  1  proposed  three 
inquiries  to  be  made  concerning  the  doctrine  and  exercise 
of  ministerial  absolution : 

1 .  To  examine  into  the  nature  of  this  power  in  general^ 
M  it  belongs  to  man :  because,  notwithstanding  the  com- 
Hussion  and  authority  granted  to  man,  there  is  still  a  vast 
difference  to  be  made  between  the  power  of  forgiving  sins 
M  exercised  by  God,  and  as  exercised  by  man. 

2.  To  examine  more  particularly  into  the  nature  of  the 
^veral  sorts  of  absolution,  as  exercised  by  man. 

3.  To  enquire  how  far  all  men  are  concerned  to  submit  to 
tbe  exercise  of  this  power  in  the  several  branches  of  it 

I  have  already  discoursed  of  the  two  first,  and  now  pro- 
Deed  to  the  third  enquiry.  In  resolving  of  which  it  will  be 
proper  to  consider  the  question  distinctly  with  respect  to  the 
ibar  several  branches  of  ministerial  absolution :  the  abso- 
hition  of  the  two  sacraments ;  the  declaratory  absolution  of 
ihe  word  and  doctrine ;  the  precatory  absolution  and  the  ju- 
dicial absolution  of  public  discipline.  Concerning  all  which 
b  has  already  been  observed  in  general,  that  so  far  as  either 
the  sacraments,  or  preaching  of  the  word,  or  public  prayer, 
or  public  discipline,  are  of  any  use  and  force  in  the  Christian 
Churchy  so  far  the  absolutions  are  to  be  embraced,  that  at- 
tend any  of  these  divine  institutions.  I  shall  now  make  a 
more  particular  en-  quiry  into  the  necessity  of  each  of  them. 

1.  I  begin  with  the  necessity  of  sacramental  absolution. 
Concerning  which  it  must  be  asserted,  that  whatever  neces- 
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sity  there  is  of  receiviDg*  the  sacrament  of  baptism,  or  tke 
Lord's  supper,  appointed  for  all,  who  have  opportuoili  to 
receive  them ;  there  is  the  same  necessity  of  reoeiving  Ihe 
sacramental  absolution  that  depends  upon  them:  beouue 
they  are  so  intimately  united  and  linked  together,  that  tlMj 
cannot  be  separated  from  each  other ;  neither  does  God  dis- 
pense with  the  want  of  sacramental  absolution  in  any  oan, 
but  where  He  dispenses  with  the  want  of  the  sacraoieiili 
themselves.  God  can  indeed,  and  often  does  dispense  with 
the  want  of  the  sacraments,  and  supply  them  by  his  extrMP- 
dinary  grace,  where  either  by  the  frowardness  of  his  minis- 
ters*  or  their  neglect,  or  some  unforeseen  accident,  or  nt- 
tural  incapacity,  there  is  no  possibility  of  receiving  them:  * 
but  men's  own  neglect  or  contempt  of  his  ordinances  will 
doubtless  be  imputed  to  them  as  a  crime,  for  which  .they 
must  expect  to  give  account  to  the  Sovereign  Author  of 
these  institutions  at  his  great  tribunal.  So  in  the  like 
eases,  if  men  through  any  unavoidable  necessity  want  tbe 
absolution,  which  is  exhibited  in  these  two  sacraments,  God 
can  supply  this  defect,  and  by  his  extraordinary  grace  giut 
them  absolution  in  some  other  way :  but  if  men  are  jaitly 
debarred  by  the  ministers  of  God  from  the  sacramental  sIh 
solution,  or  pardon  of  sins  belonging  to  these  sacramesti, 
not  by  any  necessity,  but  only  for  their  own  contumacy,  is 
refusing  to  qualify  themselves  by  the  performance  of  sycb 
conditions  as  are  required  of  worthy  receivers ;  in  this  caw 
the  ministers  act,  in  retaining  their  sins,  and  refusing  them 
this  sacramental  absolution,  because  he  judges  thema(^ 
rently  unqualiBed  for  it,  and  unworthy  of  it,  will  doubtteu 
be  ratified  and  confirmed  by  Christ,  as  the  supreme  judg«t 
and  assertor  of  his  own  authority  given  unto  men  to 
retain  sins,  and  deny  absolution  to  those,  who  are  professed 
despisers  and  contemDers  of  the  conditions  upon  which  He 
has  ofiered  it  And  this  plainly  shews  what  necessity  therein 
of  absolution,  as  that  signifies  in  the  first  place  the  absolution 
of  the  two  sacraments,  which  is  to  be  granted  to  the  worthyt 
and,  as  far  as  human  judgment  can  go,  to  do  other  but  those 


*  See  the  sense  of  the  Ancients  upon  this  point,  Grig.  Eccles.  Bool^ 
10.  Chap.  1.  Sect.  90. 91.  Ac. 
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that  are  worthy  of  it  Therefore  men  are  to  prepare  for  this 
absolutioD,  for  the  same  reasons  that  they  are  to  prepare  for 
the  reception  of  either  of  the  sacraments,  which  in  the  ordi- 
naiy  methods  and  ways  of  dispensing  God^s  grace,  are  made 
the  necessary  means  of  salvation. 

2.  In  the  next  place  for  the  declaratory  absolution  of  the 
word  and  doctrine.  Whatever  necessity  there  is  of  having  the 
troth  of  Ghni's  promises  opera tively  and  effectively  applied  to 
IMB*8  sonisy  in  order  to  work  in  them  faith  and  hope,  repen«- 
luce,  and  new  obedience:  that  very  necessity  there  is  of 
lltts  general  declaratory  absolution,  either  at  first  to  create 
and  excite,  or  afterwaitls  to  foment  and  cherish  these  good 
qoalities,  upon  which  the  pardon  of  sins  depends.    **  Faith,'* 
we  are  told^  '^  comes  by  hearing,  and  hearing  by  the  word  of 
God.**  And  men  do  not  ordinarily  "  hear  without  a  preacher,'* 
lor  ordinarily  preach,  ^*  except  they  be  sent*"    Therefore  as  it 
ia  necessary  that  men  should  ^'believe  and  repent,  and  obey 
the  Gospel;"  so  it  is  necessary  they  should  hear  the  general 
declaretionsof  pardon,  which  God  has  made  in  his  Gospel  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  declarations  of  wrath  revealed  from 
lieaTen  on  the  other  hand,  in  order  to  engage  them  to  com- 
|ily  with  those  terms,  upon  which  the  Gospel  makes  the  re- 
iBisaion  of  sins  to  depend.    And  as  the  heralds  of  the 
titoapd  are  obliged  to  preach  and  declare  the  mind  of  God 
toward  repenting  and  unrepenting  sinners ;   so  every  man  is 
ieoDcemed  to  ^*  hear,  and  fear,  and  do  no  more  presumptuously,** 
as  he  expects  to  find  favour  and  mercy  of  God  at  the  day  of 
jodgment.    This  is  the  necessity  and  use  of  declaratory  ab* 
solutions,  both  to  beget,  and  to  support  that  faith,  which  is 
the  first  spring  and  foundation  of  a  Christian  life.     It  is  the 
word  of  God,  whereby  '*  we  are  begotten  to  a  lively  hope 
through  the  Gospel.*'    And  we  may  reasonably  suppose,  that 
fiuth  will  last  no  longer  than  the  preaching  of  the  Gospel 
does  in  the  world.     When  Antichrist  is  come  to  his  full 
he^^t,  and  seated  in  the  meridian  of  his  kingdom ;  when 
instead  of  Gospel-truth,  he  shall  fill  men  with  error  by  '^  signs 
and  lying  wonders,  and  all  deceivableness  of  unrighteous- 
ness;*' then  will  be  verified  what  our  Saviour  has  predicted, 
**  when  the  son  of  man  cometh,  shall  he  find  faith  on  earth  V 
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It  will  be  impossible  to  maintain  faith  generally  amoig 
men^  without  the  constant  declarations  of  the  Ghispel  to  sip- 
port  it.  And  that,  if  any  thing*,  may  convince  us  of  the  ■•* 
cessary  use  of  a  true  Gospel  ministry,  or  such  an  oidsritf 
men,  as  have  authority  and  commission  to  declare  die  wil 
of  God,  to  keep  the  very  faith  itself  from  dwindling  iito 
nothing. 

But  I  told  you,  that  besides  the  general  dedaiataons  sf 
the  Gospel,  there  was  sometimes  a  more  particular  Mbr 
ratory  absolution  necessary  to  relieve  a  distressed  mi 
wounded  conscience,  and  extricate  a  desponding  and  doab^ 
ful  sinner  out  of  the  fears  and  perplexing  labyrinths  of  sii: 
and  the  very  necessity  of  comfort  to  the  feeble  minded^  ii 
such  a  case,  is  a  suflScient  argument  of  the  necessity  of  ssok 
an  absolution.  For  whither  should  an  anxious  and  d- 
flicted  soul  betake  herself,  but  to  those  whom  Qad  hu 
appointed  as  proper  helps  and  judges  in  the  case  ?  Whoss 
office  invests  them  with  something  of  authority,  and  iriioss 
studies  and  experience  qualify  them  to  search  and  examiM 
into  the  nature  of  spiritual  diseases,  and  then  judge  flf 
proper  methods  of  cure,  and  apply  suitable  remedita  Is 
them.  Should  such  a  soul  fly  immediately  and  solely  Is 
God?  That  indeed  would  be  very  well,  had  she  sufficml 
faith,  and  courage,  and  confidence  to  approach  Him.  Bb 
He  is  the  person,  whom  she  has  offended,  and  now  die 
thinks  of  nothing  but  his  wrath  and  indignation.  ShoaU 
she  betake  herself  to  the  Son  of  God,  the  great  intercessor 
^and  mediator  between  God  and  man  1  All  would  be  right  is 
this  case  too,  could  she  come  with  full  assurance  of  faith  to 
Him,  as  to  a  merciful  and  faithful  High  Priest,  who  is  botk 
able  and  willing  to  save  to  the  uttermost  all  that  truly  torn 
to  Him.  But  that  is  her  great  misfortune,  and  her  very  dis- 
ease, that  she  dares  not  come  now  so  boldly  to  the  throne 
of  grace  to  find  help  in  time  of  need:  or  if  she  does  come 
even  with  prayers  and  tears  to  Christ,  she  is  afraid  they  will 
not  be  accepted;  because  she  can  now  hardly  look  upon 
Him  as  her  Saviour,  but  as  her  offended  Judge.  She  ii 
overwhelmed  and  confounded  with  her  own  ingratitude,  to 
think,  that  she  was  once  like  an  angel  of  light,  pure  and  ioh 
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fliaculate  in  the  blood  of  Christ ;  but  now  she  has  deserted 
ber  station,  and  is  fallen  from  grace.  She  was  once  en- 
figbtened,  and  had  tasted  of  the  heavenly  gift,  and  was  made 
partaker  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  tasted  the  good  word  of 
Ood,  and  the  powers  of  the  world  to  come :  but  now  she  is 
Allien  away,  and  has  crucified  to  herself  the  Son  of  Ood 
afresh,  and  put  him  to  an  open  shame.  She  has  trodden 
vnder  foot  the  Son  of  God,  and  counted  the  blood  of  the  co- 
venant, wherewith  she  was  sanctified,  an  unholy  thing,  and 
has  done  despite  to  the  spirit  of  Grace.  And  how  shall  she 
make  her  addresses  to  Christ,  whom  she  has  thus  shamefully 
abused?  What  then?  Shall  she  call  in  the  assistance  and 
counsel  of  the  holy  Angels  ?  They  are  ministring  Spirits  in- 
deed, sent  forth  to  minister  to  those  who  are  heirs  of  salva- 
tion ;  but  their  ministry  is  wholly  spiritual  and  indiscernible: 
they  maintain  now  no  visible  intercourse  with  men.  But 
she  has  need  of  some  visible  comforter,  to  whom  she  may  lay 
open  ber  grief,  and  take  his  advice  in  the  midst  of  all  her  sor- 
rows; and  this  must  be  some  of  her  visible  fellow  creatures : 
and  who  so  proper  among  these,  as  those  whom  Ood  Him- 
self has  appointed  for  this  purpose  ?  Private  men  may  shew 
their  charity  to  such  a  languishing  soul,  as  far  as  their 
knowledge  and  abilities  will  direct  them :  but  yet  after  all 
there  may  be  a  necessity  of  some  further  assistance.  And 
whence  may  that  more  reasonably  be  expected,  than  from 
the  mouths  of  those,  whose  lips  should  preserve  knowledge? 
Whose  studies  are  the  holy  scriptures ;  whose  business  is 
to  explain  them  to  men ;  to  solve  their  doubts,  and  take  off 
their  scruples  ;  to  examine  their  repentance,  and  compare  it 
for  them  with  the  rule  of  God's  word;  and  chiefly  to  guard 
them  against  the  wiles  of  Satan,  and  teach  them  not  to 
wrest  the  Scripture  to  their  own  destruction.  For  this  is 
commonly  the  most  difficult  part  in  this  whole  affair  with 
such  distressed  souls,  to  fortify  them  against  the  subtleties 
of  Satan,  who  transforms  himself  into  an  Angel  of  light,  and 
teaches  them  to  plead  Scripture  against  themselves ;  making 
that  which  was  designed  for  their  health  and  strength, 
become  to  them  an  occasion  of  falling;  and  robbing  them 
of  their  peace  by  that  very  instrument,  which  was  intended 


430  N4Tlin  AND  NBOItSITT  OP  THB 


to  nise  their  hopes,  and  fix  their  cootolation.  Indeed  ihii 
is  Satan^s  maater-piece  of  temptation,  toaecoat  and  tein|i(vi 
in  Scripture  dialect,  and  with  the  tongue  of  an  Angd:  Mi 
he  never  speaks  more  like  himself,  that  is,  more  artfal^ 
subtle  and  diabolical,  than  when  he  speaks  to  ns  Ae 
langfaage  of  heaven.  Thus  he  tempted  our  Saviour  HiiBSsi( 
by  quotings  scripture ;  by  saying,  thus  and  thus  it  is  writtaai 
And  what  wonder  then,  that  he  should  use  the  same  woapoa 
against  other  men,  who  are  less  able  to  resist  him  ?  But  the 
weaker  men  are,  and  the  more  they  are  liable  to  temptation 
the  greater  necessity  there  is  in  that  case,  that  they  sboQlA 
have  recourse  to  some  abler  hand,  who  can  give  them  bsdl- 
succour  and  direction  ;  who  can  rightly  apply  the  weid  s( 
Grod  to  their  souls,  and  give  them  a  right  apprehension  bslb 
of  God  and  themselves )  who  can  set  every  text  of  ScripCms^ 
which  Satan  abuses,  in  its  proper  light ;  and  so  baffle  all  his 
arguments,  and  countermine  all  his  plots  by  the  same  instn- 
ment,  which  he  abuses  with  a  design  to  l>eguile  men  aaA 
overthrow  them. 

It  would  be  well  indeed,  if  all  men  could  so  dexterously  MS 
the  sword  of  the  Spirit,  which  is  the  word  of  Gkxl,  as  thsl 
they  might  be  able  of  themselves,  like  our  Saviour  in  Us 
temptation,  to  answer  and  repel  all  Satan's  sophistry  aaA 
&lse  glosses  upon  the  holy  Text,  by  juster  comments  aid 
more  pertinent  allegations.  But  if  this  cannot  be  expsetii 
from  the  weaker  sort,  it  is  necessary  they  should  in  sack 
cases  betake  themselves  for  help  to  diose,  that  are  moreef* 
perienced,  and  have  their  senses  more  exercised  to  disoeia 
between  good  and  eviL 

Common  reason  and  interest  direct  men  what  to  do,  when 
they  are  under  any  doubts  or  difficulties  in  all  other  eoar 
cems.  He  who  doubts  his  title  to  a  temporal  estate,  thinks 
himself  obliged  to  consult  an  able  lawyer,  and  take  his  ad* 
vice  and  counsel ;  and  in  case  of  a  bodily  distemper  eveiy 
man  as  readily  betakes  himself  to  a  skilful  and  experienasd 
physician :  and  there  is  the  same  reason  in  spiritual  disles^ 
pera  to  engage  a  man  to  consult  a  spiritual  guide,  who  may 
be  presumed  to  be  as  learned  and  skilful  in  his  profession  as 
either  of  the  former :  hisofiee  obliges  him  to  a  more  general 
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and  exact  study  of  the  Scriptures ;  to  be  more  expert  and  mo- 
ooiate  ID  resolviug  cases  of  conscience,  and  more  ready  and 
prepared  to  answer  all  the  objections,  doubts  and  scruples, 
which  either  the  natural  weakness  of  men's  own  fancies,  or 
the  subtlety  of  Satan  throws  in  upon  their  minds.  His 
business  and  employment  is  to  understand  the  nature  of 
God,  and  his  relig^ion,  and  his  laws,  and  the  extent  of 
his  mercy,  and  terms  of  reconciliation  to  penitent  sin- 
ners. He  can  therefore  examine  men's  transgressions,  and 
judge  of  their  repentance  and  condition  better  than  them- 
selYes.  Besides  all  this  he  is  constituted  by  God  to  be 
his  minister  here  upon  earth,  for  these  very  purposes; 
not  only  in  Christ's  stead  to  beseech  them  to  be  recon- 
ciled to  God,  and  to  shew  them  the  method  of  recon- 
ciliation, and  to  pray  for  them  ;  but  also  upon  an  impartial 
Tiew  of  their  condition,  if  he  finds  them  real  penitents,  to  de- 
clare them  absolved  by  God,  and  in  bis  favour :  his  com- 
mission is  to  assure  them,  that  in  S[Mte  of  all  that  Satan  can 
suggest  to  the  contrary,  there  are  no  sins  so  great  that  God 
cannot  pardon,  provided  they  bring  the  condition  of  pardon, 
which  is  a  true  repentance :  and  he  can  judge,  though  not 
with  an  infallible  judgment,  yet  with  a  moral  certainty,  whe- 
ther their  repentance  be  sincere  and  perfect ;  and  give  them 
direetioBS  to  supply  it  where  it  is  defective ;  and  free  them 
from  all  unreasonable  scruples,  which  are  apt  to  discompose 
and  trouble  their  souls :  all  which  must  needs  be'  of  extrar> 
ordinary  and  sovereign  use  to  persons  in  such  a  condition, 
and  afford  them  the  surest  relief,  and  the  most  solid  comfort 
and  satisfaction,  that  can  be  expected,  without  a  particular 
revelation,  on  this  side  heaven. 

So  that  the  use  and  advantage  of  spiritual  guides  in  such 
a  ease  sufficiently  discovers  the  reasonableness  and  neces- 
sity of  making  application  to  them,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
benefit  and  comfort  of  a  particular  declaratory  absolution. 

And  upon  this  account  our  Church,  though  she  lays  no 
necessary  injunction  upon  men  to  make  a  particular  confes- 
sion of  their  sins  to  her  ministers  in  all  cases,  yet  wisely  re- 
quires them  in  this  one  special  case  of  exigency  to  do  it  for 
their  own  benefit  and  satisfitction.    '^  If  there  be  any  of  you. 
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who  by  this  means  cannot  quiet  his  own  conscience  (fix.  by 
confession  to  God  alone)  but  requireth  farther  comfort  and 
counsel,  let  him  g'o  to  some  discreet  and  learned  minister  of 
Ood^s  word,  and  open  his  grief;  that  by  the  ministry  of 
Ood's  holy  word  he  may  receive  the  benefit  of  absolntioD, 
together  with  ghostly  counsel  and  advice,  to  the  quieting  of 
his  conscience,  and  avoiding  of  all  scruple  and  donbtfiilness.*^ 
This  I  take  to  be  the  true  state  of  the  case,  as  to  what  con- 
cerns the  necessity  of  a  particular  confession  and  a  partioalar 
declaratory  absolution.  It  is  not  simply  necessary  for  all 
men,  but  only  for  those  whose  condition  is  such,  tliat  they 
cannot  have  peace  and  satisfaction  without  it.  And  therefore 
the  Church  of  Rome  is  highly  to  blame,  which  impoeea  the 
absolute  necessity  of  a  particular  confession,  and  a  parti- 
cular absolution,  universally  upon  all  men,  in  alloaaea  of 
mortal  sin,  under  pain  of  damnation.  Our  Church  keeps 
closer  to  the  rule  of  Scripture  and  the  practice  of  the  ancient 
Church,  *  in  making  particular  absolution  only  necessary  to 
those,  to  whom  the  necessity  of  the  case  itself  makes  it  so. 
And  so  much  for  the  necessary  use  of  a  general  or  partioslar 
declaratory  absolution. 

3.  The  next  part  of  our  enquiry  is  concerning  the  neces- 
sity of  a  precatory  absolution :  and  of  this  there  is  the  same 
necessity  that  there  is  of  the  prayers  of  the  Church  for 
pardon   of  sins.    We  have  observed  before,  that  prayer 
usually  accompanies  all  other  sorts  of  absolution,  and  is  an 
ingredient,  and  as  it  were  the  form  of  some  of  them.    The 
sacramerts  are  ordinarily  administered  with  prayer;  and 
prayer  always  immediately  follows  the  declaration  <^  Ood^s 
will  and  intention  to  pardon  penitent  sinners  in  onr  pablio 
Liturgy ;  and  prayer  is  the  meadfs  commonly  used  to  recon- 
cile a  scandalous  offender,  who  for  his  crimes  has  been 
judicially  cast  out  of  the  Church,  and  is  now  to  be  received 
again  to  peace  and  favour.     So  that  as  necessary  as  any  of 
those  absolutions  are,  so  necessary  is  the  absolution  of 
prayer,  ^hat  always  so  necessarily  attends  them.    If  it  be 


*  See  the  pnetlee  of  the  primitive  Church  in  reUtloQ  to  tiirlailir  eoi- 
feselon.    Oris.  Beclei.  Book  18.  Chsp.  S.  Seet.  I.  Ae. 
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necessary  at  first  for  a  man  to  be  released  of  his  sins  by  the 
sacrament  of  baptism ;  it  must  be  equally  necessary  for  him 
to  be  admitted  a  member  of  Christ  by  the  prayer,  which  the 
administration  of  that  sacrament  either  includes  or  supposes : 
if  he  would  have  absolution  by  the  Eucharist,  he  must  re- 
ceive it  with  that  usual  form  of  prayer  which  the  Church  has 
appointed  to  be  used  in  the  distribution  of  it  If  he  would 
have  the  general  or  particular  declaration  of  Ood^s  will  to  par- 
don sinners,  made  effectual  to  his  own  absolution,  he  must  join 
with  the  minister  interceding  with  God  for  the  pardon  of  his 
offences.  And  if  after  any  excommunication  for  any  scan- 
dalous offence,  he  would  be  admitted  formally  into  the  com- 
munion of  the  Church  again,  he  must  implore  Ood's  mercy 
by  the  public  ministry  and  prayer  of  his  priests^  because  that 
18  the  rite  and  ceremony  of  such  an  admission.  ^ 

4.  And  hence  it  follows  in  the  last  place,  that  when  men 
are. formally  and  judicially  cast  out  of  the  Church,  by  the 
power  of  the  keys,  for  any  scandalous  offences,  there  is  a 
necessity  they  should  have  as  formal  and  judicial  an  abso- 
lution, by  an  authentic  relaxation  of  their  bonds  and  cen- 
sures, to  restore  them  again  to  the  peace  and  privileges  of 
Church  communion.  For  if  the  excommunication  be  just  and 
according  to  the  rules  of  Christ's  Gospel,  they  must  either 
sue  for  an  absolution  in  the  way  that  he  has  appointed,  or 
else  the  bonds  that  are  laid  upon  them,  will  stand  in  full 
force  against  them  ;  and  their  excommunication  and  expul- 
sion from  the  Church  o|\  earth  will  exclude  them  from  the 
kingdom  of  Heaven.  I '  say,  if  their  excommrnication  be 
just,  and  legally  founded.  For  it  is  one  thing,,  when  men 
aire  unjustly  cast  out  of  the  Church,  and  excommunicated 
without  reason,  by  the  rash  exercise  of  a  mere  tyrannical 
and  arbitrary  power ;  and  quite  another  thing,  when  they  are 
legally  censured  for  their  impenitency,  and  obstinate  perr 
sisting  in  flagrant  and  notorious  crimes,  to  the  scandal  of  the 
Church,  and  reproach  of  Christ's  holy  religion.  In  the  for- 
mer case  there  is  no  danger  to  be  feared  from  e/ccommuni- 
cation,  because  it  is  unjust ;  but  in  the  latter  case  it  is  the 

*  See  Grig.  Eccles.  Book  19.  Chap.  2.  Sect.  4. 
VOL.   VIII.  2   F 
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most  dreadfal  sentenoe  thmt  can  be  passed  upon  earth 
agfainst  man;  because  what  is  done  upon  eard^  will  be 
ratified  in  Heaven,  and  pursue  a  man  unto  the  day  of  jttdg^ 
menty  unless  a  timely  and  sincere  repentance  and  reoosdr 
liation  intervene  to  retract  the  sentence.  Which  abundantly 
shews  the  necessity  of  this  sort  of  absolution,  and  of  all 
such  things  as  are  previous  and  necessary  to  obtain  it 
Men  must  truly  repent  of  the  crimes  which  have  g^ven  the 
scandal ;  make  humble  and  public  confession  of  their  sins 
before  the  Church ;  modestly  submit  to  her  discipline,  and 
-giwe  evident  tokens  of  their  hearty  sorrow  for  having' 
offended  God  and  man:  and  then  after  such  satirfactinn 
made,  to  convince  the  Church  of  their  true  repentance  1^ 
bringing  forth  fruits  meet  for  it,  they  must  sue  to  the  same 
hands  to  admit  them  to  communion,  which  were  the  instni- 
ments  under  Christ  of  taking  it  from  them :  and  they  by  the 
same  authority,  wherewith  they  cast  them  out  of  the  Chardi, 
will  receive  them  again ;  making  prayer  and  intercession  (o 
Ood  for  them ;  and  declaring  them  absolved  from  the  bonds 
they  were  under,  and  now  fully  restored  to  all  the  privilnges 
of  Christian  communion.  But  without  such  a  proper  aatis- 
fisction  as  this,  if  men  continue  obstinate  in  their  sins,  in  a 
careless  impenitency,  or  contumacious  neglect  or  contempt 
df  the  Church's  censures,  they  may  be  assured,  that  an  ac- 
count of  these  misdemeanors,  added  to  all  their  other  aias, 
will  be  required  of  them  another  day ;  when  Christ  will  vin- 
dicate the  authority  of  his  ministers  in  all  their  jnat  pro- 
ceedings, and  confirm  their  sentence  by  his  unalterable 
approbation. 

What  allowances  God  will  make  for  some  men's  weat* 
ness  or  ignorance  in  this  affair,  belongs  not  to  us  to  deter- 
mine. Neither  would  it  be  charitable  in  us^  positively  to 
condemn  every  man  that  dies  excommunicate  in  Jforo^dcHmio, 
vrithout  an  actual  relaxation  of  his  bonds,  when  he  was  truly 
penitent,  and  desirous  to  be  reconciled  to  the  Church  ;  but 
only  some  unforeseen  accident  and  unavoidable  exigency 
prevented  the  execution  of  his  good  intention.  In  this  case 
the  Church  has  generally  accepted  the  will  for  thedeed,  and 
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doelared  such  to  be  virtually  in  her  commuDioD  after  dsnth,* 
in  like  manner  as  they,  who  die  without  baptism  or  the  en* 
charist,  not  by  any  contempt,  but  by  some  pressing  necessity, 
are  charitably  supposed  to  die  in  God's  favor  by  virtue  of 
th0ir  faith  and  repentance,  because  they  do  not  despise 
God's  ordinances,  but  heartily  desire  them :  but  the  case  is 
otherwise  with  men  that  live  and  die  in  contempt  of  the 
Church's  discipline  and  censures  ;  if  Buch  men  perish,  they 
may  thank  themselves  for  it :  the  Church  has  no  power  to 
absolve  those  who  will  not  be  absolved  :  if  they  suffer  their 
sins  to  be  retained  on  earth,  they  will  be  retained  in  heaven, 
and  follow  them  to  the  day  of  judgment. 

And  so  I  have  done  with  the  third  enquiry,  how  far  all 
men  are  bound  to  submit  to  the  lawful  exercise  of  the  minis- 
terial power  of  retaining  and  remitting  sin  ?  or  what  ne- 
cessity there  is  of  absolution  in  the  several  cases  now  before 

*'  It  now  only  remains,  that  we  reduce  this  whole  consi- 
'*  deration  to  practice,  and  shew  what  are  the  proper  uses  of 
*'  this  doctrine,  both  as  it  relates  to  the  ministers  of  Christ, 
**  and  his  people. 

"  As  to  the  ministers  of  Christ,  there  is  no  doctrine  in 
**  the  whole  body  of  Christianity  more  forcible  than  this,  to 
**  engage  them  either,  first,  to  parity  and  holiness  of  life ; 
<<  or  secondly,  to  diligence  in  their  studies  and  labours ;  or 
*^  thirdly,  to  fidelity  in  dispensing  the  mysteries  of  Christ, 
**  and  care  in  their  proceedings  with  penitent  and  impeni- 
''  tent  sinners. 

^M.  In  the  first  place,  the  commission  of  power  to  minis- 
**  ters  to  retain  and  remit  other  men's  sins,  in  whatever 
'*  sense  we  take  it,  is  a  great  engagement  on  them  to  lead 
**  holy  and  pure  lives  themselves.  For  it  looks  like  an 
<^  absurdity  in  practice,  and  is  too  often  really  thought  so, 
**  that  men  should  be  qualified  to  forgive  other  men's  sins, 
*<  who  are  loaded  with  guilt  and  impurity  themselves. 
**  There  is  nothing  so  natural  and  obvious  as,  *  Physician, 
**  heal  thyself:'  and  therefore  if  it  be  not  a  real  objection 

»    I        H  l^^^— »—  It.  ill  ■■■■         ■!  — 1^1— ■     I   I    I    I  I    I  I  — ^— — — »^— — ^i^ 

•  Be.  Orif.  EmIw.  B«ok  M.  Ch*r.  >.  SmI.  II. 
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against  their  oflSce,  yet  it  is  an  ananswerable  one  againtt 
their  persons.  If  it  do  not  destroy  the  tenour  of  their  com* 
'*  mission  in  the  nature  of  the  thing,  yet  it  certainly  diminishes 
their  authority  and  reputation  in  the  opinion  of  men  ;  when 
every  profligate  sinner  can  retort  upon  them,  and  say. 
Thou  that  teachest  another,  teachest  thou  not  thyselfl 
Thou  that  preaehest,  a  man  should  not  steal,  dost  thou 
steal  ?  Thou  that  sayest,  a  man  should  not  commit  adultery, 
''dost  thou  commit  adultery  1  Thou  that  makest  thy  boast 
of  the  law,  through  breaking  the  law  dishonourest  thou 
God  V  It  must  needs  take  off  very  much  from  the  Tene- 
ration  of  the  sacrament  of  baptism,  to  have  a  man  pretend 
to  wash  away  the  sins  of  others,  who  is  himself  polluted 
and  profane  ;  and  equally  diminish  the  reverence  whidi 
is  due  to  the  tremendous  mystery  of  the  Eucharist,  to  have 
it  ministered  with  unholy  hands.  It  cannot  relish  wdl 
**  with  men,  to  hear  an  unsanctified  mouth  give  blessing  to 
''  others,  who  in  effect  is  enrsing  himself ;  praying,  that 
<'  the  blood  of  Christ  may  preserve  others  to  eternal  life, 
**  whilst  he  himself  is  eating  and  drinking  his  own  damna- 
tion,  not  discerning  the  Lord's  body.  But  above  all, 
such  a  man  cannot  with  any  tolerable  decency  or  free- 
dom discharge  the  office  of  punishing  and  correcting 
others,  who  is  himself  more  justly  liable  to  rebuke  and 
''  censure.  With  what  face  can  he  debar  others  from  bap- 
''  tism  or  the  Eucharist,  who  is  himself  unqualified  to  receive 
"  either  1  Or  exclude  others  from  the  church,  who  is  him- 
"  self  unworthy  to  enter  into  it  1  Nothing  therefore  can  be  a 
**  greater  engagement  upon  ministers  to  lead  holy  and  pure 
'^  lives,  than  the  consideration  of  the  commission  which 
**  Christ  has  given  them  to  retain  or  remit  other  raen^s  sins, 
**  whether  in  a  sacramental  way,  or  a  declaratory  way,  or  a 
precatory  way,  or  a  judicial  way:  because  without  purity 
they  can  by  no  means  answer  the  end  of  this  office,  and 
**  the  nature  of  their  trust,  but  their  mal-administration  will 
'*  rise  up  in  judgment  against  them  and  condemn  them. 

^'  2.  A  second  thing,  which  this  office  of  retaining  and 
**  remitting  sins  requires  of  ministers,  is  great  diligence  in 
''  their  studies  and  labours,  without  wfaidb  they  can  never 
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'^  be  able  safficiently  to  disohar^e  it  The  Chaich  indeed 
*'  has  made  some  part  of  this  work  tolerably  easy,  by  a 
prudent  provision  of  many  proper  general  forms  of  abso- 
lution ;  such  as  the  forms  of  administering  the  absolution 
of  the  two  sacraments,  and  many  general  forms  of  deola- 
**  ratory  and  precatory  absolution ;  to  which  in  her  wisdom 
**  she  may  add  proper  forms  of  excommunication  and  judi- 
^^  cial  absolution.  But  when  this  is  done,  there  still  re- 
mains a  great  deal  more  belonging  to  the  full  discharge 
of  this  office,  for  which  the  Church  can  make  no  particu- 
lar provision :  and  therefore  that  must  be  left  to  the  indus- 
'^  try  and  diligence  of  ministers  in  their  particular  studies 
'^  and  labours.  And  this  requires  both  a  diffused  know- 
*'  ledge,  and  great  application  ;  to  be  able  to  understand 
**  the  nature  of  all  God's  laws,  and  the  bounds  and  distinc- 
**  tions  betwixt  every  virtue  and  vice;  to  be  able  to  resolve 
**  all  ordinary  cases  of  conscience,  and  answer  such  doubts 
and  scruples  as  are  apt  to  arise  in  men's  minds ;  to  know^ 
the  qualifications  of  particular  men,  and  the  nature  and 
degrees  and  sincerity  of  their  repentance,  in  order  to 
give  them  a  satisfactory  answer  to  their  demands,  and 
grant  or  refuse  them  the  several  sorts  of  absolution, 
as  they  shall  think  proper  upon  an  impartial  view  of  their 
state  and  condition.  He  that  thinks  all  this  may  be  done 
without  any  great  labour  and  study,  and  a  diligent  search 
of  the  holy  Scriptures,  the  rule  and  record  of  God's  will, 
**  seems  neither  to  understand  the  nature  of  his  office,  nor 
**  the  needs  of  men ;  nor  what  it  is  to  stand  in  the  place  of 
**  Christ,  and  judge  for  him  between  God  and  man.  The 
<*  priest's  lips  should  preserve  knowledge:  and  a  man  that 
'<  considers  the  large  extent  of  that  knowledge,  together 
**  with  the  great  variety  of  cases  and  persons,  to  which  he 
^*  may  have  occasion  to  apply  it,  would  rather  be  tempted 
to  cry  out  with  the  Apostle,  '  Who  is  sufficient  for  these 
things  r  and  if  this  be  not  an  argument  to  engage  a  man 
to  industry  in  the  office  of  a  spiritual  physician,  it  is  hard 
**  to  say  what  is  so. 

''  3.  But  as  this  consideration  is  an  argument  for  purity 
^'  and  industry,  so  it  is  ho  less  an  engagement  to  fidelity 
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^*  also.  It  18  reqaired  in  stewardf,  the  Apostle  tells  us,  that 
'*  a  man  be  found  faithfol ;  and  more  especially  in  those  who 
^'  are  stewards  of  the  mysteries  of  God.  because  that  b  the 
**  greatest  concern  of  any  other.  It  was  Moseses  argu- 
'^  ment  to  temporal  judges,  Deut.  i.  17,  "  Ye  shall  not 
^*  respect  persons  in  judgment,  for  the  judgment  is  Gad^s:** 
"  and  the  argument  will  hold  much  stronger  in  spiritual 
^  judgment,  because  the  consequence  of  the  decision  is  of 
greater  importance.  Here  then  a  just  medium  is  always 
to  be  observed  between  flattery  and  an  imperioas  stiffness 
**  and  moroseness ;  between  too  great  indulgence  on  the 
**  one  hand,  and  too  great  severity  on  the  other.  The 
^'  judgment  is  God's ;  and  therefore  men  are  neither  to  be 
''  absolved  nor  condemned  at  the  mere  arbitrary  will  of  the 
**  minister,  but  by  the  rules  prescribed  by  the  Sovereign 
''  Lord.  If  men  are  either  to  be  received  into  the  Churchy 
or  to  be  cast  out  of  it,  the  only  thing  here  to  be  regarded, 
is  their  performance  or  non-performance  of  the  conditions 
'*  which  the  Gospel  requires.  No  true  penitent  is  to  be  de^^ 
"  nied  absolution  in  any  kind :  no  impenitent  person  for  any 
'<  favour  or  respect  to  have  the  benefit  of  it  If  men  are  qua- 
lified for  baptism  or  the  Eucharist,  it  is  not  in  themini** 
ter^s  power,  properly  speaking,  to  deny  them  the  privilege 
**  of  either:  if  they  are  utterly  unqualified,  it  is  not  in  his 
''  power  to  admit  them  to  either,  if  he  will  be  just  to  his 
"  commission  and  faithful  to  his  trust  So  neither  can  he, 
with  an  equitable  judgment,  declare  the  impenitent  to  be 
**  absolved,  nor  retain  the  sins  of  the  penitent:  for  this  is 
slaying  the  souls  that  should  not  die;  and  saving  the 
'<  souls  alive,  that  should  not  live:  it  is  making  the  heart  of 
the  righteous  sad,  whom  God  has  not  made  sad;  and 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  wicked,  that  he  should  not 
return  from  his  wicked  way,  by  promising  him  life ;  as 
God  qiomplains  of  the  false  prophets  by  the  prophet 
**  EEekiel,  Chap.  xiii.  19.  22.  All  this  is  a  manifest  abuse  of 
the  ministerial  power,  tending  directly  to  discourage  vir- 
tue and  encourage  vice:  and  all  such  judgments  God 
Himself  will  reverse,  and  punish  the  mal-administration  of 
'*  his  unfaithful  stewards.    For  as  in  all  cases,  so  especially 
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Id  this,  be  that  justifieth  the  wicked,  and  be  that  cod- 
demneth  Uie  jast,  even  they  both  are  abominatioii  to  the 
Lord.  Nothings  therefore  is  more  necessary  in  the 
stewards  of  the  mysteries  of  God,  than  that  they  be  found 
faithful;  giving^  to  every  man  his  proper  portion,  peace  to 
the  righteous,  and  terror  to  the  wicked ;  otherwise  they 
are  threatened  to  have  their  portion  with  the  hypocrites, 
where  shall  be  weeping  and  wailing  and  gnashing  of 
teeth.  It  is  a  Pharisaical  arrogance,  St.  Jerom  says,  ^  for 
a  bishop  or  a  priest,  under  pretence  of  having  the  keys  of 
the  kingdom  of  heaven,  to  assume  to  himself  the  power 
of  condemning  the  innocent,  or  of  absolving  the  guilty. 
He  that  does  so,  abuses  his  commission,  and  must  expect 
to  give  account  to  God  of  his  illegal  administration. 
^*  Thus  we  see,  what  ties  and  obligations  this  doctrine 
lays  upon  the  stewards  of  God,  to  be  first  holy,  secondly 
diligent,  thirdly  faithful  in  their  service.  Let  us  now  see 
what  influence  the  same  doctrine  ought  to  have  upon  all 
God's  people. 

^  And  here  I  shall  not  insist  upon  any  personal  respect 
that  is  due  from  them  to  ministers,  as  the  messengers  of 
God  and  embassadors  of  Christ,  but  only  as  a  religious 
regard  is  to  be  had  to  the  several  parts  of  the  office  with 
which  they  are  intrusted.  If  God  has  made  them  the  in- 
struments of  remission  of  sins  by  those  four  several  ways  of 
absolution ;  then  at  least  it  becomes  every  one  to  be  care* 
ful,  that  he  do  not  by  any  wilful  neglect  or  contempt  de- 
prive himself  of  any  one  of  those  methods  of  expiation. 
**  If  baptism  be  an  ordinary  means  of  remission  of  sins, 
and  so  necessary  by  divine  command,  that  unless  a  man, 
who  has  opportunity,  be  born  again  of  water  and  of  the 
spirit,  he  cannot  entej  into  the  kingdom  of  God ;  it  high- 
ly concerns  all  men,  who  are  unbaptized,  to  present  them- 
selves and  their  children  to  Christ's  holy  ordinance,  that 
they  may  receive  the  promised  remission  of  sins,  and 
spiritual  regeneration.     For  though  zealous  martyrs  and 


(^  Hieroo.  Com.  in  Mat.  zvi.  torn.  9.  p.  40.    S«e  the  place  at  length,  Grig. 
cles.Book  19.  Chap.  2.  Sect.  6. 


440  NATURB  AND  MBCB88ITT  OF  THB 


t€ 

it  • 

it 
it 
tt 
tt 


tt 
tt 


pious  catechuraeDs  may  be  saved  iti  an  eztraordioary  wiy, 
yet  that  is  not  the  condition  of  despisers. 

Again,  if  the  Eucharist  be  another  means  of  absolatioD, 
then  it  equally  concerns  men  not  to  live  in  the  manifest 
neglect  or  contempt  of  that  holy  ordinance,  but  to  be  as 
frequent  as  they  can  in  the  reception  of  it»  lest  they  de- 
prive themselves  of  the  grace  and  pardon  exhibited  and 
**  sealed  in  that  sacred  institution. 

**  If  the  prayers  of  the  Church  be  likewise  a  fardier 
**  means  of  deriving  Ood^s  blessing  upon  his  people,  that 
**  must  be  allowed  to  be  an  argument  to  engage  men  eon- 
**  stantly  to  attend  them :  and  every  man  should  be  glad  to 
'*  say,  we  wait  for  thy  loving  kindness,  O  Lord,  in  the 
midst  of  thy  temple. 
If  the  declaratory  absolution  be  of  any  use  and  comfort 
**  to  true  penitents,  that  should  make  men  strive  to  be  among 
**  the  first  and  foremost  in  God^s  service,  and  rather  wait  at 
^<  the  posts  of  his  doors  before  the  service  begins,  than  oome 
<<  dropping  in  afterwards,  as  if  they  were  haled  into  Ood*i 
"  presence,  when  they  have  lost  both  the  benefit  of  their 
**  own  confession  and  his  absolution. 

*'  If  a  particular  declaratory  absolution  be  of  any  use  and 
"  service  to  an  afflicted  conscience  and  a  doubtful  mind, 
*'  that  should  engage  those,  who  cannot  quiet  their  own 
**  conscience,  but  require  further  comfort  or  counsel,  to  have 
*^  recourse  to  some  discreet  and  learned  minister  of  God*i 
*'  word,  and  open  their  g^ief ;  that  by  the  ministry  of  GodTi 
holy  word  they  may  receive  the  benefit  of  absolution, 
together  with  ghostly  counsel  and  advice,  to  the  quieting 
**  of  their  conscience,  and  avoiding  all  scruple  and  doabt- 
"  fulness. 

**  Lastly,  if  it  be  necessary,  that  when  men  are  ezcom- 
'*  municated  and  east  out  of  the  Church  for  any  scandalons 
**  crimes,  thev  should  endeavour  to  reconcile  themselves 
**  again  to  God  and  his  Church,  by  obtaining  a  judicial  ab- 
solution ;  that  shews  what  reverence  is  due  to  Church  dis- 
cipline and  censures,  that  are  justly  past  upon  them  ;  and 
that  a  wilful  neglect  and  contempt  of  reconciliation  in 
such  a  case  may  prove  more  fatal  to  them  than  they 
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"  are  apt  to  imagine;  and  in  the  just  judgment  of  Christ, 
**  confirming  the  sentence  of  his  ministers,  finally  exclude 
them  from  the  kingdom  of  heaven. 
Bot  when  they  have  paid  the  greatest  outward  rever- 
*'  ence  imaginable  to  these  ordinances,  there  is  one  thing 
"  stili  behind  to  make  them  effectual ;  which  if  it  be 
"  wanting,  all  the  absolutions  in  the  world  will  avail  them 
**  nothing:  and  that  is  the  internal  qualifications  of  their 
"  own  hearts  and  souls  by  an  unfeigned  repentance  and 
**  sincere  obedience ;  without  which  all  the  rest  are  but 
'*  mere  forms  that  cannot  completely  operate,  whilst  men 
^  put  in  bars  and  impediments  against  them.  For  all  ab- 
**  solutions  are  conditional,  and  suppose  repentance  and 
**  obedience,  before  they  confer  any  real  benefit  on  the 
**  sinner.  The  minister  can  only  lend  his  mouth  or  his  hand 
''  toward  the  external  act  of  an  absolution :  but  he  cannot 
"  absolve  internally,  much  less  the  unqualified  sinner. 
^  CSmst  himself  has  assured  us,  that  unless  men  repent  they 
**  must  inevitably  perish ;  and  that  unless  they  forgive  men 
"  their  trespasses,  their  heavenly  Father  will  not  forgive 
**  theni  their  trespasses.  Now  it  would  be  absurd  to  think, 
after  this,  that  a  sinner  who  performs  neither  of  these 
conditions,  should  notwithstanding  be  pardoned  by  God^ 
continuing  impenitent  still ;  and  only  because  he  chances 
surreptitiously  to  be  loosed  on  earth  by  some  error  or 
**  fraud,  that  therefore  he  should  be  also  most  certainly 
*'  loosed  in  heaven.  This  were  to  imagine  one  of  the 
vainest  things  in  the  world,  that  Christ  to  make  his 
priest's  words  true,  would  make  his  own  words  false :  as 
**  they  must  needs  be,  if  any  outward  absolution,  given  by  a 
**  fallible  and  mistaken  man,  could  translate  an  impenitent 
''  sinner  into  the  kingdom  of  heaven. 

**  I  say  not  this  to  lessen  the  reverence  that  is  due  to  any 
**  of  the  forementioned  sorts  of  absolution,  but  that  the 
**  ordinances  of  Ood  may  have  their  proper  effect  upon  us, 
whilst  the  outward  and  inward  acts  go  together,  to  make 
up  the  perfect  work  of  an  absolution ;  and  that  Christ 
*^  may  not  say  to  us  at  the  last  day,  *  these  things  ought  ye 
*^  to  have  done,  and  not  to  have  left  the  other  undone.*    He 
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that  denpises  an  absolution  of  any  kind,  which  God  hai 
appointed,  despises  indeed  the  ordinance  of  God :  bat  he, 
that  receives  it  without  repentance  and  obedience^  despiiei 
the  weightier  things  of  the  law,  and  only  strains  at  a  gnat 
to  swallow  a  camel.    Liet  not  such  a  man  think  he  shaD 
receive  any  absolution  from  the  Lord,  who  thus  manglei 
his  institution ;  who  puts  asunder  what  God  has  jonied 
together,  and  dares  to  promise  himself  security,  where 
God  threatens  only  ruin  and  destruction.    If  we  would  be 
secure,  we  must  use  God's  ordinances  as  He  has  ap- 
pointed them  ;  join  the  outward  and  inward  act  togedier; 
let  the  repentance  and  obedience  of  our  souls  prepare  tbe 
way  for  the  ministry  of  his  priests :  and  then  what  mm 
they  remit  upon  earth,  shall  be  remitted  in  heaven ;  whea 
Christ  shall  confirm  the  word  of  his  servants,  by  his  irre- 
versible sentence  of  absolution,  saying,  '  come  ye  blessed 
of  my  Father,  inherit  the  kingdom  prepared  for  yon  from 
the  foundation  of  the  world/     Which  God  grant  onto  at 
all,  through  the  merits  of  the  same  Jesus  Christ  our  Loid: 
to  whom  with  the  Father  and  the  Holy  Ghost  be  aaoribed 
all  honour  and  glory  world  without  end.    Ameo/^ 


LETTER 


TO  TUB  ftlOBT  aBTBBBND  TnB 


LORD  BISHOP  OF  WINCHESTER, 


COWCBBNIIfQ  TUB 


NECESSITY  OF  ABSOLUTION; 

fHBWINO   HOW   FAa  THAT   NECESSITY   EXTENDS   AND 

WHERE   IT  CEASES. 


Mt  Lobd, 

f  Having  read  yoar  question  about  the  indispen  sable  ne- 
■taky  of  absolution  in  all  eases  whatsoever,  I  could  not 
kit  return  this  speedy  answer  to  it,  so  far  as  the  time 
*tald  permit,  from  what  occurred  to  my  thoughts  without 
itty  tedious  enquiry ;  reserving  the  further  improvement  and 
C^firmation  of  the  things  here  suggested  to  a  little  more 
iiigent  search  and  consideration. 

The  question  about  absolution  may  respect  either,  I.  that 
bsolution  which  is  given  upon  private  or  auricular  con- 
^vsion :  or,  2.  the  general  absolution,  which  is  given  upon  a 
>BneraI  confession,  as  it  is  in  our  daily  service :  or,  3.  that 
iMolution,  which  is  dispensed  in  the  administration  of  the 
Miaments,  which  are  indulgences  in  the  true  sense,  *  and 
lod's  ordinances  for  obtaining  absolution  and  remission  of 
ins :  or,  4.  the  absolution,  that  is  given  by  the  relaxation  of 

SMthe  Sacramento  proved  to  be  true  indulsences  and  absolutions,  Orig* 
Bceles.  Book  19,  Chap,  1.  Sect.  8.  and  8« 
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Church  censures.  Now  the  absolute  and  iudispeDsabl 
cessity  of  these  several  sorts  of  absolution  in  all  cases  \ 
soever,  is  what,  I  conceive,  neither  our  Church,  nor  tb 
mitive  Church  ever  asserted,  though  some  of  them  i 
much  greater  necessity  than  others. 

For,  1.  as  to  the  absolution  that  is  given  upon  priv) 
auricular  confession ;  that  cannot  be  more  necessary 
the  confession  itself,  which  except  in  some  particular  < 
is  only  matter  of  advice,  rather  than  strict  duty  im| 
upon  all  men  under  pain  of  damnation ;  as  oar  Chardi 
the  primitive  Church  defends,  against  the  Roman  impo 
and  yoke  laid  upon  men^s  consciences  in  this  partical 
shall  not  trouble  your  lordship  with  any  ancient  tei 
nies  upon  this  point,  unless  you  please  to  require  i 
transcribe  some^  which  may  easily  be  done  oat  of  < 
sostom  and  many  others.  * 

2.  As  to  a  general  absolution  upon  a  genera!  coofe 
which  is  retained  in  our  Liturgy,  and  is  a  defect  m 
vin^s:  thoujrh  it  must  be  owned  to  be  a  very  aseft 
edifying  part  and  form  of  Divine  service,  whidi  ( 
wished  to  have  inserted  into  his  Liturgy,  t  bat  oodi 
obtain  it,  yet  we  cannot  say,  it  is  so  necessary  a  part  c 
vine  service,  as  that  no  Church  can  have  absolotm  i 
mission  of  sins,  without  such  a  form  of  absolutioa  i 
Liturgy.  For  this  would  be  an  unwarrantable  ooi 
nation  of  all  Churches  that  want  that  particular  form,  tl 
they  otherwise  supply  it  by  preaching,  which  is  the  ( 
ratory  application  of  God's  promises  of  pardon  t 
Church. 

3.  The  necessity  of  the  absolution,  which  is  dispeni 
the  administration  of  the  sacraments,  is  indeed  the 
as   the  necessity  of    the  sacraments  themselves.     S 
therefore  as  the  one  is  necessary,  so  far  the  other  is  n 
sary,  likewise.     But  the  necessity  of  the  sacrameots 
so  absolute  and  indispensable,  as  that  God  cmouot  in 


•  See  ike  tesluMMiies  ttgminst  tke  aceessatr  of 

WdiMl  Cliff.  Bcdcs.  Book  ML  Clup.  S.  Sect.  i.  mod  S. 
t  CalTia.  Episu  de  Qnbudui  Ecdoi.  Ritilmft.  p.  906. 
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cases,  where  there  is  no  contempt  of  his  ordinances,  save 
■meo  without  the  external  application  of  them  by  the  hand  of 
his  ministers.  For  in  the  case  of  extreme  necessity,  where 
QieD  desire  baptism,  but  cannot  possibly  have  it,  God  sup- 
plies invisibly  by  his  holy  Spirit  what  is  wanting  in  the  out- 
ward.  administration.  I  believe  there  is  not  one  ancient 
.writer,  who  has  spoken  upon  this  head,  but  has  allowed  of 
acme  exceptions  in  reference  to  the  absolute  necessity  of 
baptism:  particularly  in  two  cases:  1.  In  the  case  of  mar- 
tyrdom, which  they  call  second  baptism,  and  baptism  in 
meo^s  own  blood.  2.  In  case  of  a  true  faith  and  conversion 
without  martyrdom,  when  a  catechumen  was  preparing  for 
baptism,  and  desirous  of  it,  but  by  some  sudden  accident 
was  taken  away  before  he  had  any  opportunity  to  receive  it. 
In  these  two  cases  they  always  maintained,  that  the  baptism 
of  the  Spirit  might  be  had  without  the  external  washing  of 
water.  Tertnllian,  speaking  of  martyrdom,  *  calls  it  the 
Christian's  second  baptism,  and  the  baptism  of  blood,  of 
which  our  Lord  spake,  when  he  said,  I  have  a  baptism  to  be 
baptised  with,  when  he  had  been  baptised  before  in  water. 
And  He  adds,  this  is  that  baptism,  which  both  compensates 
for  the  want  of  baptism,  and  restores  it,  when  men  have  lost 
the  former  benefit  of  it.  Cyprian  has  the  like  observation 
upon  the  catechumens,  who  were  called  to  shed  their 
blood  for  Christ  before  they  could  be  baptised  in  water:  t 
"  We  are  not  to  imagine,^^  says  he,  '^  that  these  men  were  de- 
prived of  the  sacrament  of  baptism :  for  they  were  baptised 
with  the  most  glorious  and  honourable  baptism  of  their  own 
blood,  of  which  our  Lord  himself  said,  '  I  have  another  bap- 
tism to  be  baptised  with.'"  And  he  proves,  that  they,  who 
were  thus  baptised  in  blood,  are  also  sanctified  and  per- 


«  TertoK  de  Baptismo,  cap.  16.  p.  263.  Edit.  Rigalt.  Par.  1641.  Est  qui- 
den  nobis  etiam  secandum  laTacram,  nnnin  et  ipsuro,  sangainis  scilicet :  de 

qao  Doninns,  habeo,  inquit,  baptismo  tingi,  quutn  jam  tinctus  fulsset. 

Hie  est  baplismns,  qai  la? acrum  et  non  acceptum  reprssentat,  et  perditum 
Kddit. 

"f  Cypr.  Ep.  73.  ad  Jabaianum,  p.  806.  Edit.  Ox  on.  Deinde  nee  privari 
bftptlsni  laenimento,  ntpote  \vA  baptizentur  gloriotissimo  et  mazimo  san- 
fiinis  baptismo,  de  quo  et  Dominns  dieebat,  habere  se  alio  baptismo  bap- 
tinri. 
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Abundance  of  authorities  might  be  added  more^  *  if  there 
were  occasion,  in  favour  of  this  assertion. 

4.  For  the  absolution  which  is  dispensed  by  the  relaxation 
of  the  Church  censures,  though  it  be  necessary  to  be 
sought  after  by  true  penitents  in  all  ordinary  cases,  yet 
there  are  several  exceptions  in  cases  extraordinary,  in  which 
pardon  may  be  had  without  a  formal  absolution.  For  what 
if  a  bishop  for  unjust  ends,  or  unworthy  designs,  refuse  to 
absolve  a  true  penitent,  when  he  both  gives  true  signs  of  re- 
pentance, and  humbly  desires  absolution  1  Will  there  be  no 
pardon  in  heaven  for  him,  who  is  so  unjustly  and  imperiously 
denied  it  on  earth  by  men,  who  exceed  their  power,  which  is 
only  given  to  edification,  and  not  to  destruction  1  Bellar- 
mine  indeed  says  so,  ^'  negatur  remissio  illiSy  quibus  fUH 
luerint  sacerdotes  remitterey  Ballarm.  de  Poenit  lib.  3.  cap. 
2.  tom.  2.  p.  1287.  Ed.  Lugd.  1587.  '«  Forgiveness  is  denied 
to  them  whom  the  priests  will  not  forgive.^'*  But  this  is 
carrying  the  priest^s  authority  to  an  absolute  sovereignty  and 
arbitrar}^  power,  which  has  no  foundation  in  scripture  or  the 
ancient  Canons  of  the  Church.  For  even  Pope  Gregory  the 
Great  could  tell  these  men,  that  the  bishop  in  binding  and 
loosing  those  under  his  charge,  doth  often  follow  the  mo- 
tions of  his  own  will,  and  not  the  merits  of  the  cause:  t  in 
which  case  he  deprives  himself  of  this  power  of  binding  and 
loosing,  who  exercises  the  same  according  to  his  own  will, 
and  not  according  to  the  deserts  of  those  who  are  subject  to 
him;  that  is,  his  unrighteous  judgment  is  of  no  value;  it  is 
reversed  and  cancelled  in  the  court  of  Heaven. 

The  case  here  is  the  same  as  refusing  baptism  to  those 
who  are  qualified  for  it,  and  very  desirous  to  receive  it:  the 
minister's  unjust  refusal  in  that  case  is  a  very  great  crime; 
but  it  will  not  prejudice  the  person,  who  by  such  default  is 
forced  against  his  will,  or  the   will  of  his  parents  to  die 


*  See  more  authorities  of  this  kind.  Orig.  Eccles.  Book  10.  Chap.  9. 
Sect.  20.  and  21. 

+  Greg.  Horn.  26.  in  Evangel,  torn-  8.  p.  88.  Edit.  Antw.  1616.  Sepe  in 
ligandis  et  soWendis  subditis,  soas  Toli^ntatis  motus,  non  autem  caasarum  me- 
'rita  seqnitur.  Und^  6t,  ut  hfte  ipsft  ligandi  et  solvendi  potestate  se  priTet, 
qui  hanc  pro  suis  voluntatibas  et  non  pro  subjectorum  moribus  ezercet. 
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rithout  it.  As  Hinctnar,  ^  archbishop  of  Rheims,  long  ago 
bserred  for  tlie  consolation  of  those  in  France,  whose 
hildren  died  without  baptism,  through  the  perverse  obsti- 
acy  of  Hincmar,  bishop  of  Laon,  who  refused  them  baptism, 
rhen  their  parents  and  godfathers  earnestly  desired  it.  "  As 
be  benignity  of  the  Almighty ,^^  says  he,  ^^  perfected  in  the 
tiief  upon  the  cross,  what  was  wanting  in  the  sacrament  of 
•ptism,  and  the  communion  of  the  body  and  blood  of 
/brat,  because  it  was  wanting  not  through  pride  or  con 
empty  but  by  necessity ;  and  as  the  faith  of  others,  that  is, 
if  godfathers  or  sureties,  answering  for  little  children  in 
iftptism,  is  suflScient  for  the  salvation  of  those,  who  are 
nmh  obnoxious  to  original,  that  is,  other  men's  sin  ;  so  the 
lith  and  earnest  desire  of  parents  or  godfathers,  who  be- 
ieve  with  the  heart,  and  with  the  mouth  desire  baptism  for 
heir  infants,  who  could  not  obtain  it,  because  you  ordered  it 
0  be  denied  them,  shall  be  of  advantage  to  those  infants, 
»y  tbe  gift  of  Him,  whose  spirit  is  tlie  author  of  rege- 
lemtioD ;  and  who  blows  where  He  listeth."  Whence  he 
ondodes  in  the  case  of  Church  censures,  that  if  a  penitent 
ilea  without  absolution,  only  because  the  bishop  for  his  own 
rill,  or  any  unjust  cause  refuses  to  absolve  him;  the 
(ishop's  unjust  judgment  and  obstinate  refusal,  cannot  pre- 
odice  the  true  penitent,  as  to  what  concerns  his  salvation 
od  absolution  in  the  kingdom  of  heaven. 

2.  But  it  may  happen,  that  a  man  may  not  only  desire  ab- 
olution,  but  the  minister  also  may  be  disposed  and  ready  to 
^rant  it  him ;  and  yet  by  some  unavoidable  accident  the 
nan  may  die  without  it :  in  this  case  the  canons  have  deter- 
ained,  that  the  want  of  absolution  is  no  prejudice  to  his  sal- 

*  Hincmar.  Opusc.  50.  Capitulor.  cap.  48.  torn.  2.  p.  572.  Edit.  Paris.  1545, 
lieot  Id  Ulo  latrooe,  quod  ex  baptism!  sacramento  et  communicatione  corporis 
tfangninis  Christ!  defuerat,  compleTit  omnipotentis  benignitas,  qui  non  su- 
lerbift,  vel  contemptu,  sed  necessitate  defuerat ;  et  sicut  parvuUs  naturali,  id 
«t,  alieno  peccato,  obnoxiia,  alioruin,  id  est,  patroaorum  fides  pro  eis  res- 
ondentium  in  baptismate  fit  ad  salutem;  ita  parrulis,  quibus  baptismum  de- 
legari  jussisti,  parentum  fel  patronorum  corde  credentium,  et  pro  parvulis 
vis  fideli  verbo  baptisma  expetentium,  sed  non  impetrantium,  fides  et  fidelis 
lOitiilatio  prodesse  potuerit,  dono  ejus,  cujus  Spiritus,  quo  regeneratio  fit, 
ibi  Talt,  spirat. 

VOL.   VIII.  2   o 
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Tation ;  nor  was  he  to  be  treated  as  an  excommunicate  per- 
son, but  to  be  received  into  the  communion  of  the  Churcb, 
and  to  be  commemorated  among  the  faithful  in  the  service 
of  the  Church,  though  he  died  without  absolution.  The 
fourth  council  of  Carthage  and  the  second  of  Vaison  are 
plain  to  this  purpose.  * 

These  allegations  plainly  shew,  what  sort  of  necessity 
there  is  of  absolution :  that  it  is  not  the  bare  want  of  it,  but 
the  proud  neglect  or  contempt  of  it,  when  men  are  under 
Church  censures,  that  makes  it  hurtful.  But  where  there  is 
no  contempt  or  neglect,  salvation  may  be  had  without  it. 
And  therefore  a  true  penitent,  who  submits  to  the  Churches 
discipline,  can  be  in  no  danger ;  because,  though  he  may 
chance  to  die  without  absolution,  either  through  necessity 
or  the  obstinate  will  of  his  superiors,  yet  he  dies  in  no  neg- 
lect or  contempt  of  the  Church ;  and  consequently  has  no 
reason  to  doubt  of  God^s  absolution  in  heaven. 

Your  lordship's  observation  concerning  the  form,  Absoho 
te,  is  very  just:  it  is  but  of  a  late  date,  a  little  before  the 
time  of  Thomas  Aquinas.  The  ancient  forms  were  all 
either  deprecatory,  or  declaratory,  or  else  consisted  in  the  ap- 
plication of  the  sacraments  of  the  Church.  And  the  Absolve 
ie  is  to  be  reduced  to  some  of  the  other  forms,  as  the  elder 
schoolmen  commonly  reduce  it :  of  all  which  I  will  endeavour 
to  give  your  lordship  a  mpre  full  account  in  my  next,  taking  it 
for  an  honour,  that  you  are  pleased  to  command  any  service 
of  this  kind  from. 

My  Lord, 

your  most  dutiful  and 

obedient  servant, 

JOSEPH  BINGHAM. 

Winlon,Feb.  17.  1712-18. 


»  Con.  Garth.  4.  can.  79.  Con.  Vaison.  can.  2.  See  more  of  this  Grig.  Ec- 
cles.  Book  19.  Chap.  2.  Sect.  2. 
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A  SECOND 

£  LETTER 

'  TO  THB    EIGHT  RBVBEBND   THB 

-     LORD  BISHOP  OF  WINCHESTER, 

CONCERNING    THB 

NECESSITY  OF  ABSOLUTION,  &c. 


Mt  Lord, 

In  addition  to  my  last  upon  the  fourth  sort  of  absolution, 
which  is  the  relaxation  of  Church  censures,  I  have  observed 
the  opinion  of  Cyprian  to  be  conformable  to  what  I  wrote 
before,  that  if  penitents  died  in  the  time  of  their  penance,  be- 
fore they  could  have  the  bishop^s  absolution,  their  salvation 
was  not  to  be  despaired  of.  **  For  the  divine  mercy,'' 
says  he,  "^  ^*  is  able  to  heal'them  :  yet  we  ought  not  to  be  too 
hasty,  nor  do  any  thing  inconsiderately  or  rashly  ;  lest  if  we 
oyer  hastily  give  them  the  peace  of  the  Church,  that  is, 
restore  them  to  communion  before  their  penance  was  com- 
pleted,  we  thereby  more   grievously  offend  and  provoke 

*  Cypr.  Ep.  12.  al.  17.  Edit.  Oxon.  p.  S9.  Potens  est  diyina  misericordia 
medelam  dare :  properaadum  tamen  non  puto,  nee  incautd  aliquid  et  festi- 
oant^r  gerendam,  ne,  damtemerd  pax  usarpatur,  difins  indignationis  oifensa 
gravivis  provocetur. 

2  G  2 
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the  divine  indignation/'  The  case  was  this :  Cyprian  wai 
now  in  exile,  and  some  that  had  lapsed  were  very  impatient 
to  be  restored  to  communion  before  his  return;  which  be 
would  not  consent  to,  but  ordered  them  to  stay  till  be 
should  return  in  peace,  and  then  their  cause  should  be 
examined  before  all  the  Church.  If  in  the  mean  time  tbey 
died,  whilst  they  were  doing"  their  penance,  God's  mercjr 
was  able  to  save  them  without  a  formal  absolution,  or  re- 
ception into  the  external  communion  of  the  Church.  Tbe 
learned  bishop  Fell  gives  the  same  exposition  upon  tbe 
place :  *'  Rede  auctor  nosier  hoc  sufflamen  opponit  laftk^ 
qui  ad  pacem  festinarenty  qudd  non  de  eorum  saluie  amr 
clamatum  sit,  quibus  ante  pcBuitentice  decursum  mart  emh 
tingeret,''—''  Our  author."  says  he,  "  rightly  opposes  tbe 
lapsers,  who  were  so  hasty  to  be  restored,  and  stops  tbeir 
mouths  with  this  consideration :  that  their  salvation  was  not 
to  be  despaired  of,  though  they  chanced  to  die  before  their 
course  of  penance  was  ended." 

2.  It  may  be  observed  further,  that  according  to  the  dis- 
cipline sometimes  used  in  the  ancient  Church,  some  very 
gross  and  scandalous  criminals  were  denied  the  oommimioo 
and  peace  of  the  Church,  even  at  the  point  of  death.  The 
design  of  which  was  not  absolutely  to  exclude  them  from 
heaven:  for  they  still  exhorted  such  to  repent  and  cast 
themselves  on  God's  mercy,  though  they  thought  fit  to  exer- 
cise such  severity  and  rigour  toward  them  in  debarring  them 
wholly  from  the  communion  of  the  Church,  to  be  an  ex- 
ample and  terror  to  others.  There  are  no  less  than  twenty 
canons  in  the  council  of  Eliberis  to  this  purpose,  *  that  if 
men  were  guilty  of  such  or  such  crimes  there  specified,  they 
should  not  be  restored  to  communion,  no  not  at  their  last 
hour.  The  great  council  of  Sardica  has  a  canon  of  the 
like  import,  to  repress  some  exorbitant  usurpations  of  am- 
bitious men :  such  an  one,  say  they,  t  shall  not  be  admitted 

*  Con.  £Uber.  can.  1.  2,  8.  6.  7.  8.  10.  12.  18.  17.  18.  68.  04.  6ft.  OS.  70. 
71.  72.  78.  76.  See  Uiese  canons  produced  at  large.  Grig.  Bodes.  Book  18. 
Chap.  4.  Sect.  4. 

f  Con.  Sardic.  can.  2.  Con.  torn.  2.  p.  628.    Tocicov  /u^  2v  rw  riXft 
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to  lay  communioD  even  at  his  last  hour.  Yet  they  exhorted 
all  fmch  to  repent^  and  according'Iy  admitted  them  to  a  state 
of  pablic  and  perpetual  peDance  in  the  Churchy  at  the  same 
time  that  they  denied  them  communion  to  the  last:  as  we 
find  in  the  letters  of  Pope  Innocent  the  first,  who  says^  *  the 
ancient  custom  was  to  admit  such  to  penance>  but  to  refuse 
them  communion.  And  so  St  Ambrose,  t  writing  to  a  con- 
secrated virgin,  who  had  sinned,  bids  her  to  continue  in 
doiDg*  penance  all  her  life,  and  not  expect  to  be  pardoned 
by  baman  judgment.  For  she,  that  had  sinned  immediately 
against  the  Lord,  was  to  expect  absolution  from  Him  alone  in 
the  day  of  judgment. 

St.  Austin  X  makes  the  same  observation  upon  such  as 
relapsed  into  great  crimes,  after  tliey  had  once  done  public 
penance  in  the  Church,  that  a  second  penance  was  not  al- 
lowed them  in  the  Church :  yet  if  they  turned  to  God,  He  would 
not  forget  his  mercy  and  patience  toward  them.  In  all 
these  cases  therefore,  they  thought  pardon  might  be  had 
from  God,  though  no  absolution  was  granted  them  in  the 
Church. 

Nor  were  even  the  Novatians  so  rigorous  in  this  matter, 
as  to  assert,  that  God  could  not  pardon  those  sinners,  w  hom 
they  refused  to  receive  into  communion,  when  they  had  once 
lapsed  after  baptism :  for  they  encouraged  them  to  repent, 
and  hope  for  mercy  from  God,  though  they  denied,  that  the 
Church  had  any  power  to  receive  them.  This  appears  from 
what  Asclepiades,  the  Novatian  bishop,  said  in  his  discourse 
wih  Atticus,  bishop  of  Constantinople,  as  Socrates  §  relates 


*  Innnc.  Epist.  S.  ad  Exuperium,  cap.  2.  cone.  torn.  2.  p.  1256.  Consue- 
todo  prior  teDuit,  ut  concederetur  poenitentia,  sed  communio  negaretar. 

f  Ambros.  ad  Virg.  Lapsam,  cap.  S.^tom.  1.  p.  1S7.  Edit.  Antwerp.  1507. 
Inluere  poenitentis  usque  ad  extremum  vitc,  nee  tibi  prssunias  ab  humano 
die  posse  Teniam  dari :  quia  decipit  te,  qui  hoc  tibi  polliceri  Yoluerit.  Que 
enfm  propria  in  dominum  pcccfisti,  ab  illo  solo  te  convenit  in  die  judicii 
ezpectare  remedium. 

X  Aug.  £p.  44.  ad  Macedon.  torn.  2.  p.  92.  Quanivis  eis  in  ecclesift  locum 
bumillims  poenitentiffi  non  concedatur;  Deus  tainen  super  eos  suee  patientis 
non  obliTiscitur.    See  more  of  this,  Grig.  Eccles.  Book  18.  Chap.  4.  Sect.  1. 

§  Socrat.  lib.  7.  cap.  25.  p.  867.  Edit.  Paris.  1668.  e«y  M^vy  rj|v 
(rtfyy9»pf|<ni/  avruv  linrpinovrtg. 
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it,  that  they  dealt  with  their  laity  only  as  the  catholitt 
aometimes  did  with  their  clergy,  excluding  them  fiom  cob- 
munioQ  unto  death,  and  leaying  their  pardon  only  to  Gtod. 
This  account  is  given  of  the  NoTatians  by  bishop  Fell,* 
bishop  Beyeridge,  t  cardinal  Bona,  {  Albaspinoeus,  §  tud 
others. 

Whence  it  is  evident,  that  though  men  might  be  doiied 
absolution  on  earth,  either  for  discipline's  sake,  as  it  wu 
sometimes  in  the  Church ;  or  out  of  an  erroneous  opinioOi 
that  the  Church  had  no  power  to  receive  sinners  lapfing 
after  baptism,  as  it  was  among  the  Novatians ;  yet  if  Atf 
truly  repented,  they  might  notwithstanding  by  God's  meiey 
be  received  to  pardon  and  absolution  in  heaven.  All  theie 
cases  do  evidently  shew  it,  according  to  the  sense  of  the 
ancient  Church. 

As  to  the  form,  Absolvo  te,  it  is  agreed  by  learned  men, 
that  it  was  not  known  in  the  practice  of  the  Church  till  a  little 
before  the  time  of  Thomas  Aquinas,  who  was  one  of  the  fiitt 
that  wrote  in  defence  of  it,  about  the  year  1250,  against 
another  doctor,  who  maintained,  that  the  ancient  form  of  ab- 
solution in  the  Church  was  not  this  indicative  form,  bat  an 
impetratory  form,  by  way  of  prayer,  deprecation  or  bene- 
diction ;  viz.  ^'  absolutionem  ei  remissianem  trUnuU  iibi  Om* 
nipatens  Deus,  Almighty  Cfod  grant  thee  aAsolution  and 
forgiveness,^''  This  doctor  alledged  the  authority  of  Galiel- 
mus  Aitissiodorensis,  Gulielmus  Parisiensis,  and  Hugo  Car- 
dinalis ;  and  said,  it  was  not  then  above  thirty  years  since 
this  new  form  began  to  be  used.  Thus  much  is  collected 
out  of  Aquinas  22.  OpusaUum  de  Formd  Absolutianis,  cap. 
5.  But  we  have  not  that  book  of  Thomas's  in  our  library  here, 
and  therefore  I  only  send  you  what  Morinus  among  the 
papists,  not  to  mention  bishop  Usher  ||  or  any  other  protes- 
tant  writers,  has  observed  out  of  him  concerning  the  ori- 
ginal of  this  form.  Absolve  te.  Morinus  H  proves  at  large,  out 

•  FeU.  Not.  in  Cypr.  Ep.  17.  p.  36. 

•f  Bevereg.  Not.  in  Can.  B.  Con.  Nic.  torn.  2.  p.  68. 

X  Bona.  Ror.  Liturgic.  lib.  I.  cap.  17.  Sect.  S. 

§  Albaspin.  Obtervat.  lib.  2.  cap.  21. 

I  Usher*s  Absw.  to  the  Challenge,  p.  89.  Lend.  1686. 

9  Morin.  de  Poenitent.  lib.  8.  cap.  9.  10.  &c. 
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of  all  the  ancient  rituals  and  Fathers^  that  the  old  forms  of 
absolution  were  all  by  way  of  prayer.  And  it  is  evident 
rrom  the  ceremony  of  imposition  of  hands^  which  was  always 
a<KK>mpanied  with  prayer. 

But  our  quarrel  is  not  with  the  newness  of  this  form^  but 
with  the  abuses  the  Romish  Church  has  affixed  to  it.  For 
otherwise  it  may  be  lawfully  used^  as  our  Church  appoints 
in  the  office  of  visitation  of  the  sick.  But  then  this  power  of 
absolution  is  only  ministerial,  not  authoritative  properly,  di- 
rectly, and  absolutely,  as  our  writers  commonly  word  it.  It 
does  not  empower  a  priest  to  open  and  shut  heaven  at  his 
pleasure ;  to  absolve  without  a  true  contrition,  by  a  sacra- 
mental act  conferring  grace  ex  opere  operate^  actively,  im- 
mediately, and  instrumentally  effecting  the  grace  of  justi- 
fication, as  Bellarmin  would  have  it ;  who  makes  it  also  so 
necessary,  that  a  man  is  denied  forgiveness,  if  the  priest  will 
not  forgive  him.  It  may  be  authoritative  and  judicial  in  a 
miDisterial  way,  as  all  acts  of  the  ministry  are  under  God. 
A  declarative  absolution  is  so,  and  an  impetratory  absolution 
is  so^  and  an  applicatory  absolution  by  the  sacraments  is  so, 
and  a  relaxation  of  Church  censures  is  the  same  likewise. 
For  all  these  are  done  by  virtue  of  power  and  authority, 
communicated  by  God  to  his  ambassadors,  as  the  ministers 
of  reconciliation  under  him.  Only  in  all  these  absolutions 
they  must  observe  certain  rules,  which  if  they  do  not 
observe,  their  absolution  avails  nothing  in  the  court  of 
Heaven. 

Now  this  form,  Absolvo  ie,  is  understood  to  be  no  other 
than  the  declaratory  absolution  upon  a  special  and  parti- 
cular case ;  when  a  man  having  confessed  his  sins,  and 
given  signs  and  indications  of  a  true  repentance,  the 
minister  declares  to  him,  that  as  far  as  he  can  judge  by  the 
rule  of  God's  word,  his  repentance  is  true ;  and  therefore  by 
virtue  thereof  he  declares  him  absolved  by  God :  but  if  there 
be  any  illusion  or  deceit  in  the  man's  heart,  which  no  mortal 
can  judge  of,  then  notwithstanding  this  favourable  sentence 
and  judgment  of  the  priest,  God  will  judge  him  again- 
and  rectify  the  error  of  the  keys  by  his  unerring  judg- 
ment. 
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Peter  Lombard  ainoDg^  the  Schoolmen,  following  St.  Jerom 
among  the  Ancients,  gives  thi»  as  the  most  probable  sense 
of  that  kind  of  absolution.  "  We  can  affirm  with  truth,"  says 
he,  *  "  and  believe,  that  God  alone  remits  and  retains  sins : 
and  yet  He  has  given  the  power  of  binding  and  loosing  to 
the  Church ;  but  He  binds  and  looses  after  one  manner,  and 
the  Church  after  another.     For  He  remits  sitf  by  Himself 
alone,  who   cleanses  the  soul  from  inward  pollution,  and 
looses  from  the  debt  of  eternal   death.     But   He  has   not 
given  this  power  to  the  priests,  to  whom  yet  He  has  given 
the  power  of  binding*  and  loosing,  that  is,  of  shewing  who 
are   bound    or   loosed.     Upon   which    account   the   Lord, 
having  first  cured  the  leper  by  Himself,  afterwards  sent  him 
to  the  priests,  by  whose  judgment  he  was  to  be  declared 
clean.     And  having  first  raised  Lazarus  to  life.  He  then  pre- 
sented him  to  his  disciples,  that  they   should    loose   him. 
For  though  a  man  be  loosed  before  God,  yet  he  is  not  ac- 
counted loosed  in  the  face  of  the  Church,  but  by  the  judg- 

*  Lombard  Seotent.  lib  4.  dist.  18.  p.  834.  Ludg.  1591.  Hoc  saod  dicere 
et  sentire  possumus,  qudd  solus  Deus  dimittit  peccata  et  retiuet:  et  tamea 
ecclesiffi  contulit  potestatem  ligandi  et  solvendi ;  sed  aliter  ipse  solvit  vel 
^igat,  aliter  ecclesia.  Ipse  enim  per  se  tanti^m  dimittit  peceatum,  qui  et  aoi- 
mam  mundat  ab  interior!  maculR,  et  d  debito  leteroie  mortis  solrit.  Non 
autem  hoc  sacerdotibus  concessit,  quibus  taraentribuit  potestatem  solvendi  et 
Hgandi,  id  est,  ostendendi  homines  ligatos  vel  solutos.  Unde  Dominus  le- 
prosum  sanitati  priCls  per  se  restituit,  deind.  ad  sacerdotes  misit,  quorum 
judicio  ostenderetur  mundatus.  Ita  etiam  Lazarura  jam  Ttvificatum  obtulit 
discipulis  soUendum.  Quia  etsi  aliquis  apud  Deum  sit  soliitus,  non  tamen  in 
facie  ecclesiee  solutus  habetur  nisi  per  judicium  sacerdotis.  In  solveodis 
ergo  culpis  vel  retiiiendis  itaoperatur  sacerdos  evaiigelicus  et  judicat,  sicut 
olim  legalis  iii  illis  qui  contaminati  erant  lepr^,  quee  peccatura  signat.  Unde 
Hieronymus  super  Mat.  xvi.  ubi  Dominus  ait  Petro,  "  Tibi  dabo  da? es,  &c.** 
hunc,  inquit,  locum  quidam  non  intelligentes,  aliquid  sumunt  de  supercilio 
Pharisaeoruni,  ut  damnare  se  innoxios,  vel  salvare  se  putent  noxios ;  cum 
apud  Deum  noii  sontentia  sacerdotuni,  sed  reoruin  vita  quieratur.  In  levitico 
se  ostendere  sacerdotibus  jubentur  leprosi,  quos  illi  non  faciunt  leprosos  vel 
mundos,  sed  discernunt  qui  muudi  vel  iromundi  sunt.  Ita  ethicaperte  os- 
tenditur,  qu6d  non  semper  Deus  sequitur  ecclesiee  judicium,  qute  per  surrep- 
tionem  et  ignorantiam  interdum  judicat :  Dl'us  autem  semper  judicatsecdndum 
veritatem.  El  in  remitteudis  vel  retinendis  cul|)is  id  juris  et  officii  habent 
evaugelici  sacerdotes,  quoii  olim  habebant  lei^ales  sub  lege  in  curaudis  le- 
prosis.  Hi  ergo  peccala  diniittunt  \el  retiiienJ,  dum  dimissa  a  Deo  vel  re- 
lentajudicant  et  ostendunt.  Ponunt  enim  sacerdotes  nomen  Domini  super 
iilioB  Israel,  sed  ipse  bencdixit,  ut  legitur  in  Numeris. 
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Eent  of  the  priest.    Therefore  the  eTang^lical  priest,  in 
osing-  and  retaining  sins^  acts  and  judges  after  the  same 
anner  as   the  legal  priest  did  heretofore  in  the  ease  of 
Ikose  who  were  defiled  with  leprosy^  which  is  the  emblem  of 
lin.     Whence  St.  Jerom  commenting  upoD  those  words  of 
Mr  Lord  to  Peter,    '  to  thee  will  T  give  the  keys  of  the 
Icuig'dom  of   heaven;    and   whatsoever   thou    shalt    bind 
bftn   earthy  shall    be    bound   in  heaven;    and    whatsoever 
khou  shalt  loose  on   earth,   shall    be   loosed  in  heaven/ 
lys,  **  Some  not  understanding  this  place,  assume  to  them- 
Ives  something  of  the  supercilious  pride  of  the  Pharisees, 
as  to  imagine  they  have  power  to  damn  the  innocent  and 
ve  the  guilty;   whereas  before  Ood  the  only  thing  that  is 
quired  into,  is  the  life  of  the  criminals,  and  not  the  sen- 
^^ence  of  the  priests.  In  Leviticus  the  lepers  are  commanded  to 
^ew.  themselves  to  the  priests, whom  they  do  not  make  leprous 
or  clean,  but  only  shew  who  are  clean  or  unclean.  So  here  it  is 
plainly  declared,  that  God  does  not  always  follow  the  judg- 
ement of  the  Church,  which  sometimes  judges  by  surreption 
^and  ignorance,  but  Ood  always  judges  according  to  truth. 
-And  in  remitting  or  retaining  sins  the  evangelical  priests 
have  the  same  right  and  office,  as  the  legal  priests  had  of 
old  under  the  law  in  curing  the  lepers.     These  therefore 
remit  or  retain  sins,  whilst  they  judge  and  declare  them  to 
be  remitted  or  retained  by  God.     For  the  priests  put  the 
name  of  the  Lord  upon  the  children  of  Israel,  bu^  He  Him- 
self blessed  them,  as  it  is  read  in  Numbers  vi.'" 
L      The  Master  of  the  Sentences  here  cites  St.  Jerom  but  im- 
^  perfectly,  and  therefore  1  shall  recite  his  testimony  more  ex- 
*  actly  in  his  own  words :   "  some  bishops  and  priests,"  says 
S   he,  *  "  not  understanding  that  place  where  our  Lord  says  to 


*  Hieron.  in  Mat.  16.  torn.  9.  p.  40.  Istum  locum  episcopi  et  presbyteri 
non  intelligentes,  aliquid  sibi  de  pharisieorum  assnrount  supercilio,  ut  vel 
danment  innocentes,  Tel  soWere  se  noxios  arbitrentur :  cAm  apud  Deam  non 
sententia  sacerdotum,  sed  reorum  vita  qsratur.     Legimus  in  LvTitico  de  le- 

T    prosis  nbi  jubentur,  ut  ostendant  se  sacerdotibus,  et  si  lepram  habueriut, 

^    tunc  k  sacerdote  immundi  fiant :  non  quo  sacerdotes  leprosos  faciant  et  im- 
mundos,  ted  quo  habeant  notitiam  leprosi  et  non  leprosi,  et  possint  discer- 

I     nere  qui  mundus,  quive  Immundussit.    Quomodo  ergo  ibileprosum  sacerdos 
mandum  Tel  immundum  facit,  sic  et  hie  alligat  vel  solTit  episcopus  et  pret- 

^     bjTter,  non  eos  qui  insontes  sunt  tcI  nozii :  sed  pro  officio  suo,  cikm  pecca- 
torum  audierit  varietates,  scit  qui  ligandus  sit,  quiTe  soWendus. 
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Peter.  *  Whatsoever  thoa  shalt  bind  on  earth/  &a  aMUM 
to  themselves  something  of  the  supercilious  pride  of  (hi 
Pharisees,  so  as  to  imagine  they  have  power  to  damn  ihi 
innocent  or  absolve  the  guilty ;  virhereas  before  God  thi 
only  thing  that  is  enquired  into,  is  the  life  of  the  eriminab^ 
and  not  the  sentence  of  the  priests.  We  read  in  Levitient 
concerning  the  lepers,  where  they  are  commanded  to  shew 
themselves  to  the  priests,  and  if  they  have  the  leprosy,  tbcy 
are  then  made  unclean  by  the  priest :  not  that  the  priatlt 
make  them  leprous  and  unclean,  but  because  they  had  the 
power  of  judging  who  were  leprous  or  not  leprous,  and 
might  discern  who  were  clean  or  unclean.  As  theref<H« 
there  the  priest  makes  the  leper  clean  or  unclean,  so  hen 
the  bishop  and  presbyter  binds  or  looses ;  not  making  ibeai 
innocent  or  guilty:  but  according  to  the  tenour  of  bit 
office,  when  he  hears  the  distinction  of  sins  or  sinners,  Im 
knows  who  is  to  be  bound,  or  who  to  be  loosed.^' 

There  seems  to  be  something  wanting  in  the  grammar  of 
those  words,  Non  eos  qui  insontes  sunt  vel  noxii ;  and  to 
make  it  coherent  with  what  goes  before,  the  word  faciens, 
or  the  like,  seems  needful  to  be  supplied.  But  all  the  rest 
is  very  plain,  that  as  the  priests  of  old  did  oot  properly  make 
a  man  leprous  or  clean,  but  only  declare  whether  be  were  so 
or  not ;  so  the  priests  of  the  new  testament  bind  or  loose 
men  from  their  sins,  by  declaring  who  are  to  be  bound  or 
loosed. 

Bishop  Fell  indeed  has  a  more  singular  notion  of  the  form, 
Absolvo  te:*  he  supposes,  that  in  every  crime  there  are  two 
things  to  be  considered,  viz.  the  offence  against  God,  and 
the  offence  against  the  Church ;  the  former  of  which  is  for- 
given by  God  alone  upon  men^s  prayers  and  repentance; 
but  the  latter  bv  this  authoritative  form,  /  absolve  thee. 

But  this,  though  it  may  be  true  with  respect  to  crimes  that 
fall  under  public  discipline,  cannot  well  be  the  meaning  of 
the  form  as  it  is  used  in  our  Liturgy,  in  the  office  of  the  vi« 
sitation  of  the  sick,  which  is  the  only  place,  as  1  remember, 
where  our  Church  appoints  it  to  be  used.  For  in  private 
.■»  — • — - 

*  Fell.  Not.  in  Cypr.  de  T.apsis.  p.  136. 
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sins  there  is  do  offence  given  to  the  Churchy  and  yet  it  is 
private  sins^  confessed  privately  to  a  minister,  for  vi^hich  that 
Rabrick  orders  absolution  to  be  given  in  this  form^  Absolvo 
to.  So  that  though  his  interpretation  may  be  good  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Church's  public  absolution  for  public  and 
scandalous  crimes,  *  which  gi^e  offence  to  the  Church :  yet  I 
think  it  cannot  hold  with  .respect  to  private  crimes,  because 
there  no  offence  is  g^ven.  Therefore  it  seems  better  to  re- 
solve it,  as  St.  Jerom  and  Peter  Lombard  do,  into  a  decla- 
rative form^  and  explain  it  by  the  example  of  the  legal 
priests  cleansing  the  leper,  by  declaring  him  to  be  clean. 

I  have  now  sent  your  lordship  all  that  I  have  observed 
material  in  this  dispute :  but  if  there  be  any  thing  omitted 
or  deficient,  that  you  desire  should  be  further  considered, 
your  lordship  cannot  more  readily  command,  than  I  shall  be 
ready  to  obey  with  the  greatest  pleasure,  who  am, 

My  Lord, 

your  most  dutiful  and 

obedient  servant, 

JOSEPH  BINGHAM. 

WintoD,  Feb.  84,  1712-18. 

*  Vld.  Griff.  Eccles .  Book  19.  Chap.  9.  Sect.  6. 
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T%ai  the  Reader  may  more  easily  have  Recourse  to  the  PaS" 
sages  alledgedin  this  fFork,  I  anil  here  set  doum  a  Ca- 
talogue of  the  French  National  Synods,  and  such  other 
Authors  as  I  have  made  Use  of  in  compiling  the  fol- 
lowing Collections. 


National  Synods  of  the  Reformed  Church  of  France. 


1.  At 

2.  At 
8.  At 

4.  At 

5.  At 

6.  At 

7.  At 

8.  At 

9.  At 

10.  At 

11.  At 

12.  At 

13.  At 

14.  At 

15.  At 

16.  At 

17.  At 

18.  At 

19.  At 

20.  At 

21.  At 

22.  At 

23.  At 

24.  At 

25.  At 


Paris,  — 
Poictiers, 
Orleance, 
LyoDSy 


Paris,  the  2d, 
Vertueil,  — 
Rochel,  — — 
NismeSy  — 
St.  Foy,  — 
Figeac, 


Rocbel  the  2d.  — 

Vitrd,    

Montanban, 
Sanmur,    — 
Montpellier, 
Gergeau,    — 
Gap, 


Rochel,  the  3d, 
St.  Maixant, 
Privas,    —  — 
Tonneins, 


Vitr^,  the  2d, 
Alez, 


Charenton, 
Castres, 


1559 
1560 
1562 
1563 
1565 
1567 
1571 
1572 
1578 
1579 
1581 
1583 
1594 
1596 
1598 
1601 
1603 
1607 
1609 
1612 
1614 
1617 
1620 
1628 
1626 


26.  At  Charenton,  2d,  —  1631 

27.  At  Alen^on,  1637 

28.  At  Charenton,  3d,  —  1 644 

29.  At  Loudun,  1659 

These  29  National  Synods  are 
in  the  same  Order  I  have  here 
set  them  down,  in  the  Book  call- 
ed, Synodicon  in  Gallia  Refor- 
mata,  2  Vol.  Fol.  Lond.  1692. 

In  the  First  Volume  of  the 
same  Synodicon,  there  is  also  the 
Book  of  Discipline  of  the  Church 
of  France,  and  their  Confession 
of  Faith,  (the  same  that  occurs 
in  the  Corpus  Confessionum,  4to. 
Genev.  1612.)  together  with  the 
Edict  of  Nantes,  and  the  Edict 
of  Nismes,  and  the  Secret  Ar- 
ticles of  the  Edict  of  Nantes. 


A  Catalogue  of  some  other  JVritere,  and  their  Ektitiotu,  here 

aUedged  or  refuted. 

A  Mjraldi  Theses  SalmurleDses.     Salmnr.  1665.  4to. 

Andrews  Opascala.     Lond.  1629. 4to. 

Assembly  of  Divines,  Advice  to  the  Parliament  touching  a  CodCbs- 

sion  of  Faith.     Lond.  1646.  4to. 
Angustini  Opera..     Paris,  1635.  Fol, 
Bancroft,  Dangerous  Positions,  &c.     Lond.  1640.  4to. 
Baxter,  English  Nonconformity  stated.     Lond.  1689.  4to. 

Petition  for  Peace,  and  Reformation  of  the  English  Lituify 

Lond.  1661.  4to. 
Beza  contra  Saraviam.    Franc.  1601.  8vo. 

^Annotatioties  in  Nov.  Test.    Genev.  1 582.  Fol. 

Epistolae.  Genev.  1573.  8vo. 

Vita  Calvini  ap.  Melcfa.  Adam.  Vit«  Germ.  TheDlogomn. 

Franc.  1653.  8vo. 
Beverege  Codex  Canonnm  vindicatas.     Antwerp.  1698.  Fol. 
Lud.  le  Blanc  Theses  Theolog.     Lond.  1683.  FoL 
Calviniy  Institntiones.     Grenev.  1592. 8vo. 
■■        'EpistolaB  et  Responsa.     Amst.  1667.  FoL 
«— Catechismus  Ecclesise  Genevensis. 


-Formula  Precum  Pnhlicarum,  &c. 
-De  Necessitate  Refbrmandse  Ecclesiss. 
-Confessio  Fidei.  An.  1562. 
•Antidotum  adv.  Deere ta  Concil.  Triden. 
-Vei*a  Ecclesise  Reformandae  Ratio. 
-Responsio  ad  Versipellem. 
-Adversus  Sectam  Libertinornm. 
•Secunda  Responsio  adv.  Westphalum. 


Uno  Volamrae. 
Amst.  1667.  Fsl 


Lud,  Capeili  Theses  Theolog.     Salmnr.  1665. 4to. 

Isaac  Casaubon  Exercitationes  in  Baron.     Lond.  1614. 

Charles  le  Cene  Projetd'.  Une  Nonvelle  Version  Francoise  dc  U 

Bible.    Roterd.  1 696.  8vo. 
Chamicr  Panstratia  Catholica,  4  Tom.     Genev.  1626.  Fol. 
Codex  Canonum  Ecclesise  Antiq.  Gr.  Lat.  per.  Ehingemm.  Witte- 

bergse.  1614.  4to. 
Corpus  Confession um  Ecclesiar.  Reform.     Genev.  1612. 4to. 
Crakanthorp  Defensio  Ecclesiae  Angl.  contra  Spalatensem.     Lend. 

1625.  4to. 
Dallseus  de  Objecto  Cultus  Religiosi  adv.  Latinorum  Traditionem. 

Genev.  1664.  4to. 

^Replique  k  Messieurs  Adam  et  Cottiby.    Genev.  1662.  4to. 

Durel  Vindiciae  Ecclesiae  Anglicanae.    Lond.  1669.  4to. 
Conformity  of  the  Reformed  Churches,  &c.     Ibid.  1661. 


Falkner  Libertas  Ecclesiastica.     Lond.  1 674.  870. 

Joh.  Forbcsii  Irenicum.     Aberden.  1636.  4to. 

G.  G.  History  of  the  Church  of  Great  Britain.     Lond  1676.  4to. 

Hottinger  Historia  Eccles.  Tom.  8.     Tigur.  1667. 8vo. 

Hildershara  Lectures  on  the  5l8t  Psalm.     Lond.  1642.  Fol. 

Justin  Martyr.  Gr.  Lat.    Paris,  1615.  Fol. 

Haroou  L'Estrange  Alliance  of  Divine  Offices.    Lond.  1690.  Fol. 

Limborch  Theologia  Christiana.    Amst.  1686.  4to. 

Pet.  Martyr.  lioci  Communes.     Lond.  1583.  Fol. 

■   ■      ■EpistolsB  Theologicae,  Ibid,  in  Append.  Loc.  Com. 

Mason  Defence  of  the  Ordination  of  Protestant  Ministers  beyond 

Seas.  Oxford  1641.  4to. 
Peter  Meggerlin  Commentarius  Chronologicus.    Basil.  1683.  4to. 
Bishop  Morton  of  Episcopacy:  With  Sir  H.  Yelverton's  Prefeice. 

Lond.  1670.  8vo. 
Peter  du  Moulin  Novelty  of  Popery.    Lond.  1664.  Fol. 
Buckler  of  the  Faith,  or  Defence  of  the  French  Confessioq 

against  Arnoux.     Lond.  1631.  4to. 
Hen.  Otho  Lexicon  Rabbinicum.     Genev.  1675.  8vo. 
Phil.  Parsei  Epistola  Dedicatoria  ante  Catechismum  Urisini.     Ha- 

nov.  1651.  8vo. 
Pocock  Notse  Miscellanese  in  Portam  Mosis.    Oxon.  1655.  4to« 

Comment  on  Micah,  &c. 

Job.  Rainoldi.  Theses  de  Scriptura  et  Ecclesia.     Hanov.  1603.  8vo. 
Reasons  shewing  the  Necessity  of  Reformation,  &c.  offered  to  the 

Parliament  by  divers  Ministers  of  sundry  Counties  in  England. 

Lond.  1660.  4to. 
Riissenius  Compendium  Theologise  Turretini.     Amst.  1695.  4to. 
Andr.  Rivet.  Catbolicus  Orthodoxus.     Roterd,  1692.  Fol. 

Exercitationes  in  Genesin.     Lug.  Bat,  1633. 4to. 

Synopsis  Purioris  Theologiae.     Lug.  Bat.  1682.  8vo. 
Sculteti  Idea  Concionum  in  Esaiani.    Genev.  1610.  8vo. 
Sixti  Sencnsis  Bibliotheca  Sancta.     Colon.  1586.  Fol. 
Spondani  Continuatio  Annal.  Baron.  2  Vol.     Lugd.  1678. 
Sprint.  Cassauder  Anglicanus.     Lond.  1618.  4to. 
Stillingfleet  Unreason,  of  Separation.    Lond  1681.  4to. 
Sherlock  Defence  of  Unreason,  of  Scparat.  &c.  1681. 
Answer  to  Protestant  Reconciler.     1685.  8vo. 
Mat.  Sutcliffe  Treatise  of  Ecclesiastical  Discipline,    Lond.  1591. 

4to. 
Tigurine  Liturgy.     Lond.  1693.  8vo. 
Thuani  Historia.  5.  Tom,     Genev.  1626. 
Usher  Judgment  of  the  Ordinations  of  Reformed  Churches,  &c. 

Lond.  1657.  8vo. 
Whi faker  de  Scriptura.     Cantab.  1588.  4to. 
Zanchii  Opera.  3  Vol.     Genev.  1619.  Fol. 
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INDEX  OF   MATTER. 


The  First  Number  denotes  the  Book,  the   Second   the   Chapter,  and  the  Third  the 

Section  of  every  Chapter, 


ABBOTS,  so  called  from  'Afifias,  a 
Father.  7.  3.  11.  Vol.  2.  p.  42. 


Their  Power  over  the  Monks. 


7.  3.  12.  VoL-2.  p.  42. 


Their  Privilege    to    vote    in 

Councils,  7.  3.  13.  Vol.  2.  p.  44. 

Abbot  of  Huy,  in  what  sense  superior  to 
Bishops.  7.  3.  14.  Vol  2.  p.  45. 

Abecedarii  PsaJmi,  14.  1.  12.  Vol.  5. 
p.  16. 

Abortion  caused  volantarily,  punished 
as  Murder,  16.  10.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  342. 

Abracadabra  and  Abraxas,  a  Charm 
used  by  the  BasUidian  Heretics.  16. 
5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  229. 

Absolution  of  four  kinds,  by  the  two 
Sacraments,  by  Preaching,  by  Prayer, 
by  Judicial  Relaxation  of  CAurcA  Cen* 
sures.  19. 1.1.  Vol.  6.  p.  603. 

In  Baptism,  11.  1.  2.  Vol.  3. 


p.  112  and  113. 


In  the  Eucharist.  15.  3.  28. 


Vol.  5.  p.  287. 


Never  granted  before  Penance 

performed,     except    in    danger   of 
Death.  19. 2. 1.  Vol.  6.  p.  618. 


Denied  to  tome  Sinners  at  the 


Vol.  IX. 


hour  of  Death.  18.  4.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
581,  582. 

How  this  may  be  cleared  from 


the  charge  of  Novatianism,  18.  4.  5. 
Vol.  6.  p.  587. 

How  granted  after  Death.  19. 


2.  11.  Vol.  6.  p.  635. 

Easter  the  usual  Tune  of  granting 


it.  19.  2.  10.  Vol.  6.  p.  634.    It. 
21.  1. 13.  Vol.  7.  p.  155. 

Always  given  in  a  Precatory 


Form  with  imposition  of  Hands  and 
Prayer.  19.  2.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  620. 

Indicative  Form    of.   Ego  te 


absolvo,  not  used  till  the  twelfth  Cen- 
tury. 19. 2.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  625. 

Granted  chiefly  by  the  Bishop. 


19.  3.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  638. 

Sometimes  committed  to  Pres- 


byters. 19.  3.2.  Vol. 6.p.  638. 639. 


—^  In  Cases  of  Necessity  commit- 
ted to  De«»ns.  2.  20.  12.  Vol.  1.  p. 
226.    lU  19.  3.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  640. 


In  what  sense  given  by  Lay- 


men. 19.  3.4.  Vol.  6.  p.  641. 

Of  great  criminals  reserved  to 

the  Patriarch.  2.  17. 19.  Vol.  1.  p. 
182. 
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Absolution,  the  Nature  and  Necessity  of 
the  several  sorts  of,  explained  in  two 
Sermons  and  two  Letters.  Vol.  8.  p. 
409  to  p.  456. 

Ahttinence  from  flesh  how  censured. 
17.5.  19.  Vol.  6.  p.  509.  510. 

Acclamations  at  Sermons.  14.  4.  27. 
Vol.  5.  p.  140,  141. 

Accusers,  false  with  respect  to  men's 
Estates  how  punished.  16.  12.  15. 
Vol.  6.  p.  415.  416. 

With  respect  to  men's  Credit 


how  punished.  16.  13.  1.  Vol.  6.  p. 
433.  434. 


With  respect  to  men's   lives 


punished  as  Murderers.  16,  10.  9. 
Vol.  6.  p.  439. 

'Ax<tporovi|r6c  vwtjptffla.  $,  I.  6. 
Vol.  ] .  p.  273.  274. 

Aeolytkisu,  An  Order  only  in  the  Latin 
XhttTcb.  3.  3.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  278. 

The  meaning  of  the  Name, 

their  Ordination  and  Office.  3.  3.  2 
and  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  279. 

Acemet^  Monks  why  so  called.  7.  2. 
10.  Vol.  2.  p.  21. 

Acrosticks  and  AcroteUuticks  in  Psal- 
mody. 14.  1.  12.  Vol.  5.  p.  16. 

Acts  of  the  Apostles  read  in  the  fifty 
days  of  Pentecott.  14.  3.  3,  It.  20. 
6.  2.  Vol.  5.  p.  49.  7.  96. 

Actors  and  Actresses.  See  Stage- 
players, 

Adelphian  Heretics.  20.  3.  5.  Vol.  7. 
p.  48. 

Admonition,  a  part  of  Church-disci- 
pline. 16.  2.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  79. 

Adult  persons.  What  required  of  them 
in  Baptism.  11.  5.  1.  Vol.  3.  p. 
179.  ^ 

Adultery  how  punished.  16,  11.2.  Vol. 
6.  p.  361.362.363. 

— —  Whether  an   Adulterer  might 


marry  an  Adulteress  after  the  Deat 
of  her  Husband.  22. 2.  13.  Vol. ' 
p.  241.  242. 

Adulterers  incapable  of  Ordi 


nation.  4.  3.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  363.  364 


The  husband  of  an  AduUere 

not  to  be  ordained.  6.  2.  3.  Vol.  1 
p.  505.  506. 


Clergymen  obliged  to  put  awa 


an  adulterous  Wife.  Ibid,  and  17. ' 
27.V0I.  6.  p.  517. 

Adyta.  8.  6.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  143.  14^ 

'A^op4(r/idc  Excommuniealw  Mimot 
16.2.7.  Vol.  6.  p.  80. 

'A^opifffibc  iravrcX^c.  £reommii»i 
ealio  majory  16.  8.  8.  Vol.6,  p.  8S 

^riean  Churches  never  subject  to  th 
Bishop  of  Rome.  9,  1.  11.  VoU  1 
p.  286. 

•  Four  Hundred  and  Sixtv-ii 


Dioceses  in  the  4fiiean  Church,  i 
2. 5.  Vol.  2.  p.  286. 

Agapa,  why  forbidden.  8.  10.  1 
See  Love  Feasts.   VoL  2.  p.  226. 

Agnpetdf,  or  tnfvmraicrou  6.  2.  13.  Vo 

1.  p.  625.    It.  17.  6.  25.  VoL  6.  | 
515.  516. 

"Aytov.    The  Chancel.  8.  6.  2.  Vol 

2.  p.  141. 

"Ayiov  dyutfv.  The  Altar.  8.  6.  2 
Vol.  2.  p.  141. 

"Ayi«  ayioic.  1.  4.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  27 
It.  15.  3.  31.  VoL  6.  p.  291.  892. 

Al^pitov,  The  Church-yard  or  Com 
before  the  Church.  8.  3.  5.  VoL  2 
p.  121. 

*Axo\u^ia*  The  Order  of  Prayers  0 
Liturgy.  13. 1.  9.  VoL  4.  p.  21.  22 

'AKpowpivoi.  Hearers,  Catechu 
mens  and  Penitents  so  called.  8.  4 

3.  Vol.  2.  p.  126.    See  Audiente 
and  Hearers, 

'Aicporiypia^civ.       Dismembering  the 


OF    MATTER. 


Body  how  punished.  16.  10.  7.  Vol. 
6.  p.  346.    See  Dumembering. 

Alba,  A  SurpUce.  13.  8.  2.  Vol.  4. 
p.  207. 

AlH  Citatio,  16.  12.  10.  Vol.  6.  p. 
409. 

Alhis,  Dominica  in.  20.  6.  12.  Vol.  7. 
p.  93. 

Albt.     See  White  Garmmti, 

AUmt.  The  Roll  of  the  Clergy.  1.  5. 
10.  Vol.  1.  p.  37. 

Aldermarmi.  2.  19.  19.  Vol.  1.  p.  21 1. 

'AXiiTspyficia*  5.  3.  12.  Vol.  1.  p. 
457. 

Alexander  Sevemt't  Commendation  of 
Electing  the  Christian  Clergy.  4.  1 . 
4.  Vol.  1.  p.  335.  336. 

Altxandria,  Bishop  of,  the  greatest  Pri- 
mate in  the  World.  2.  16.  23.  Vol. 

1.  p.  164. 

Alienation  of  Chnrch-revennes  not  to 
be  made  but  upon  extraordinary  oc- 
casions, by  common  consent  of  the 
Bishop,  Clergy  and  Metropolitan.  5. 
6.  6.  and  7.  Vol.  1,  p.  492.  493. 
494.  495. 

Allegiance  to  Princes.  16.  9.  4.  Vol.  6. 
p.  335.  336,  &c. 

Allegorists,  Why  Christians  so  nick- 
named by  the  Millenaries*  1.  2.  15. 
Vol.  1 .  p.  20. 

AUeluiaf  and  AUeluatid  Pialtni,  14.  2. 
4.  Vol.  5.  p.  33. 

Alleluia  the  Signal  to  call  Church-As- 
semblies. 8.  7.  15.  Vol,  2.  p.  191. 

Alm$  given  to  the  poor  at  Church.  13. 
8.  14.  Vol.  4.  p.  224.225. 

Altar  and  Holy  Table,  names  indiffer- 
ently used  in  the  Primitive  Church. 
8.  6.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  150 

In  what  sense^the  Ancients  say 

they  had  no  Altars.  8.  6.  13.  Vol. 

2.  p.  152. 


-»—  Bishops  generally  preached  at 
the  ascent  of  the  Altar.  8.  5.  4. 
Vol.  2.  p.  182, 

Generally  inaccessible  to  all  but 


the  Clergy.  8.  6.  7.  Vol,  2.  p.  143. 


-The  Laity  in  some  ages  allowed 


to  communicate  at  the  Altar.  J6icl« 
p.  144. 

Altars  placed  at  some  distance  from 
the  upper  end  of  the  Chancel  with 
the  Bishop's  seat  behind  them.  8. 
6. 11.  Vol.  2.  p.  149. 

Altars  made  of  wood  till  the  time  of 
Constantine.  8.  6.  15.  Vol.  2.  p.  153. 

But  one  Altar  in  a  Church.  8. 

6. 16.  Vol.  2.  p.  155. 

Sometimes  but  one  Altar  in  a 


City.  8.  6. 17.  Vol.  2.  p.  156. 

Canopy  of  the  Altar  called 

dbarium.  8.  6.  18.  Vol.  2.  p.  158. 
and  8.  6.  19.  p.  158. 159. 

When  first  the  Figure  of  the 

Cross  set  upon  the  Altar.  8.  6. 20. 
Vol.  2,  p.  160. 

Justtnian'i  Inscription  upon  the 

Altar  of  Sancta  Sophia.  8.  8.  4.  Vol. 
2.  p.  198. 

Altars  when  first  dedicated  distinct  from 
Churches.  8.  9.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.  223. 

Bowing  toward  the  Altar  whe- 
ther used  in  the  ancient  Church.  8. 
10.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  233. 

Kissing  the  Altar.  8.  10.  9.  Vol. 

2.  p.  235. 

Altare  Portatile.  8.  6.  21.  Vol.  2.  p. 
166. 

Alumni,     Devils  why  so  called.  3.  4. 

3.  Vol.  1.  p.  283. 

Ambasiatar.  3.  13,  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  328. 

Ambon,  The  Reading-Desk.  8.  5.  4 
Vol.  2.  p.  131. 

Amen.     15.  3.  25.  Vol.  5.  p.  284. 
I  B2 
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'AgifS^pa.  8.  6.  8.  Vol.  3.  p.  145. 

AmuUtt  for  curing  Diseases  censured. 
16.  5.  6.  VoL  6.  p.  226. 

Anathmna  the  greater  Excommunica- 
tion. 16.  2.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  82. 

Anathema  Maranatha,  16.  2.  16.  Vol. 
6.  p.  106. 107. 

Anathema  with  Execration.  16.  2.  17. 
Vol.  6.  p.  1 10,. 

'AvaBrifiara,  or  Anathemata,  and  other 
Ornaments  of  Churches.  8,  8.  1. 
Vol.  2.  p.  193. 

'AvocafDrr^pca.  Houses  of  Enter- 
tainment for  the  Poor  and  Strangers 
about  the  Church.  8.  7.  13.  Vol.2, 
p.  186. 

'AvdKTooa^  and  BasUiea»  Roman  Halls 
turned  into  Churches.  8.  1.  6.  Vol. 
2.  p.  82. 

'Avafipfiv  &^ov.  Ofiering  of  Bread 
and  Wine  in  the  Eucharist  how  far 
allowed  to  Deacons.  2.  20.  7.  and 
&  Vol.  1.  p.  218.  219.. 

Aneharett.  7.  2.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  10. 

AngariiB  and  Parangaria,  6.  3.  10. 
Vol.  1.  p.  453. 

Angel  of  Peace.  14.  5.  4.  Vol.  5.  p. 
162. 

Angels  of  the  Churches,  a  name  given 
lo  Bishops.  2.  2.  11.  Vol.  1.  p.  59. 

No  Worship  of  Angels  in  the 

Religious    Service    of    the    ancient 
Church.  13.  3.  1.  Vol.  4.  p.  63. 

Animarum  Descriptio.  A  Tax  so  called. 

5.  3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  441.  442. 

Annunciation-festival,  Original  of  the, 
20.  8.  4.  Vol.  7.  p.  134. 

Anteluean  Assemblies,  Original  of.  13. 
10.  11.  Vol.  4.  p.  269. 

Antimensia,  or  Consecrated  Cloths.  8. 

6.  21.  Vol.  6.  p.  166. 

Anthropolatrg,  Man-worshippers.    An 


abusive  Name  given  to  the  CatMa 
Oy  the  ApoUinarian  heretics.  1. 1 
16.  Vol.  1.  p.  20. 


Council  of  Antioeh  not  an 
cU.  17. 5. 15.  VoL  6.  p.  607. 

Antiphonal  or  Alternate  Singing.  14.  L 
11.  Vol.  5.  p.  12. 

Antistes.  A  name  given  to  FresLjm 
as  well  as  Bishops.  3.  19.  14.  VeL 
1.  p.  202. 


'Aravrinjc     ^uucovoc,     or 
ta  Diacmms.    An  iaaginniy  Ni 
for  an  Archdeacon,  i.  21.  9.  VoL  1. 
p.  243.  244. 

Ajriarhts.  His  famous  Ceae  in  tbtt 
business  of  appealing  from  Uie  Afri- 
can Church  to  Rome.  9. 1. 11.  VeL 
2.  p.  272. 

Apocalyps,    See  Revelaiimum 

Apoerisarius,  A  Bishop's  Resident  at 
Court.  3.  13. 6.  Vol.  1.  p.  327. 

Apocryphal  Books  not  to  be  publisbed. 
17.5.  18.  VoL  6.  p.  509. 

Apocryphal  Books  read  in  some  Cheicli- 
es,  not  in  all.  10. 1.  7.  VoL  3.  p.  10. 
It.  14.  3. 15.  VoL  5,  p.  66. 

*Avo\t\vfikvwC'  Ordination  given 
at  large  vrithout  a  local  title  con- 
demned. 4.  6  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  392.  It 
17.5.3.  VoL  6.  p.  490. 

'ATToXvriKai,  Letters  Dimissory.  6. 
4.  4.  VoL  l.p.  562. 

Apostates  to  Judaism  how  punished.  16. 
6.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  240. 


To  Heathenism,  16.  6.  4.  Vol. 


6.  p.  249. 


Not  to  have  benefit  of  Sanc- 
tuary in  the  Church.  8.  11.  6.  VoL 
2.  p.  245. 

Apostle,  A  Name  anciently  given  to 
Bishops.  2.  2.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  50. 

ApostoUium,  A  Church  called  by  the 
Name  of  an  Apostle.  8.  1.  8.  VoL  2. 
p.  88. 
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'«f.  A  Bishop's  See.  S. 
I.  p.  52. 

;ee  of  the  Primate.  2.  16. 
p.  165. 

eretics  so  called  from  a 
tnitation  of  the  Apostles. 
3l«  7.  p.  209. 

r  of  the  Monks  of  Ban- 
3.  Vol.  2.  p.  23.  24. 

"be  same  as  Apostoliei, 

Monks  so  called.  7.  2. 
p.  25.  26. 

Astrologers  censured. 
)1.  6.  p.  215.216. 

;he  Proyincial  Bishops  to 
•litan.  2.  16.  16.  Vol.  1. 
.2.  3.  9,  Vol.  l.p.  71. 

the  Metropolitan    to  a 
Synods.  2.  16.  16.  Vol.  1. 

the  Provincial  Synod  to 
:h.  2.  17.  14.  Vol.  l.p. 

ppeal  from  the  Patriarch 
Qeral  Council.     Ibid. 

Vppeals   from   J^ck  to 
11.  Vol.  2.  p.  272.     It. 
^ol.  6.  p.  504. 

Evil  how  to  be  avoided 
•gy.  6.  2.  12  Vol.  1.  p. 

I!hurch-porch.  8.  4.  1. 
24.  125.  It.  8.  5.4.  Vol. 
32. 

Mace  of  the  Altar.  8.  6. 
>.  146. 

2.7.  Vol.  5.  p.  214. 

turn. 

iirch.  8.   1.9.  Vol.  2.  p. 

%rvm,  8.  1.  9.  Vol.  2.  p. 


Arcm  CttHof.  2.  21.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  239. 
S40. 

Areani  DiseipUna,  8.  8.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 

Archbitfu^  the  ancient  Nami  of  Patri- 
archs. 2, 17.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  165. 

Arehdeaeont  anciently  of  the  tame  Order 
with  Deacons.  2.  21.  1.  VoL  1.  p. 
836. 


Their  Original.  2.  21. 11.  Vol. 


l.p.  245 

-^-—  Elected  by  the  Bishop,  and 
not  made  by  Seniority.  2. 21. 2.  Vol. 
1.  p.  237. 

To  attend  the  Bishop,  and 

order  the  Business   of    the    Infe- 
rior Clergy.  2.  21.  4.  Vol.  l.p. 239. 


To  manage  the  Church  Rere- 

nues  under  the   Bishop.  2.  21.  5. 
Vol.  1.  p.  239.  240. 

To  censure  the  Inferior  Clergy, 

bat  not  Presbyters.  2.  SI.  8.  Vol.  1. 
p.  242. 

Why  called   Cor-EpUcopi,  2. 


21. 10.  VoL  1.  p.  245. 

Whether  they  had  Power  over 

the  wholo  Diocese.  2.  21. 10.  Vol. 
1.  p.  243. 

Arehunandritu,  7. 2. 14.  VoL  2.  p.  27. 

Archipreibyteri,  2.  19.  18.  VoL  1.  p. 
209. 

Archivus,  The  Register  of  Bishops' 
Ordination  kept  in  the  Primaie*s 
Church.  2.  16.  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  153. 

Archontici.  11.2.  2.  Vol.  3.  p.  125. 

ArcHs.  The  Church-Porch.  8.  4.  1. 
Vol.  2.  p.  125. 

'ApyioQ  dUri,  Laws  against  idle  wan- 
dering Beggars.  16.  12.  19.  Vol. 
6.  p.  430. 

Council  of  Ariminum  not  an  Arian 
Council.  6.  3.  10.  VoL  1.  p.  553. 

Amu  not  to  be  worn  in  the  Church.  8. 
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11.  10.  Vol.  3.  p.  250.    It.  8.  10. 
8.  Vol.  2.  p.  234. 

Arms,  not  to  be  carried  by  Clergymen. 

17.  6.  23.  Vol.  6.  p.  613. 

Arra  SporualitM,  22.  3.  3.  Vol.  7,  p. 
248. 

Artotyritx*  Heretics,  who  offered  Bread 
and  Cheese  in  the  Eucharist.  15.  2. 
8.  Vol,  5.  p.  218. 

Aseodruidt,  A  Sort  of  Gnosticks.  15. 
2.  9.  Vol.  5.  p.  218.  and  11.  2.  1. 
Vol.  3.  p.  124. 

Aseentiori'Day.  Its  Original.  20.  6.  5. 
Vol.  7.  p.  101. 

'A9Kfi<nc  ypa^uci).  7.  3.  22.  Vol. 
2.  p.  60. 

Ascetics,  called  also  Sira^atoc.  How 
they  differed  firom  Monks.  7.  1.5. 
Vol.  2.  p.  8.  and  what  the  Primitive 
Ascetics  were.  7.  1.3.  Vol.  2.  p.  2. 
7.  1.  6.  VoL  2.  p.  9. 

Ahettrid,  7.  4.  8.  Vol.  2.  p.  73. 

Ash-  Wednesday,  when  first  added  to  Tjcnt, 

18.  2.  2.  Vol.  6.  p.  639.     It.  31.  1. 
6.  Vol.  7.  p.  146. 

Asia  Minor  had  Four  Hundred  Dioceses 
in  it.  9.  3.  l.Vol.  2.  p.  321. 

A<nra?tK6c  oikoq.  The  Greeting- 
House,  8.  7.  8.  Vol.  2.  p.  178. 

Aspersion,  or  Sprinkling.  11.  11.  5. 
Vol.  3.  p.  276. 

Astrologers  denied  Baptism.  11.  6.  8. 
Vol.  3.  p.  191. 


—  Whit  Persons  allowed  to  iy  Is 
an  Asylum.  8.  11.  3.  VoL  2.  p.  842. 

Public  Debtors  denied  the  Pti- 


Cast  out  of  Communion.  16. 

5.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  213. 

Asylum.  Places  of  Sanctuary,  their 
Original  from  the  time  of  Constantine. 
8.  il.  l.Vol. 2. p. 239. 

The  Altar  the  chief  Asylum  at 

first,  afterward  the  wliole  Precincts 
of  the  Church.  8.  11.  2.  Vol.  2.  p. 
241. 


vilege  of  Asylum.  8«  11.  4.  Yol.S.p. 

244. 


Also  Jews,  Heretici,  and  Apos- 


tates. 8. 11.  5  and  6.  Vol.  9.  p.i45. 

—  And  Robbers,  Mnrderen.  Add- 
terers,  Ravishen  of  Virgins,  Coaspi- 
rators.  &c.  8.  11. 8.  VoL  2.  p.  247. 

The  great  Abuse  of  modem  iiy- 


/km«.  8.  11.9.  VoL  2.  p.  249 

No  one  to  fly  with  Arms  to  an 


Asylum.  8.  11.  10.  VoL  2,  p.  «60 

'ArkXtia  Xiirnpyijfwrwv.  Exemption 
of  the  Clergy  from  Civil  Oifices.  6.3. 
12.  VoL  1.  p.  457. 

Atheists.  A  Name  of  Reproach  csA 
upon  Christians.  1.  2.  3.  Vol.  l.p. 
12. 

Atrium  Ecelesi^.  The  Church-yard.  8. 
3.  6.  VoL  2.  p.  121. 

Atrocia  Delida.  5.  2.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  429. 

Audientes.  An  Order  of  Cat«r&Mm«u.  10. 
2.  3.  VoL  3.  p.  16. 

An  Order  of  Penitent*.  18.  1.  4. 

Vol.  6.  p.  634. 

Their  Station  in  the  Church.  8. 4. 


3.  VoL  2.  p.  126. 

Audientium  Doctor.    The  Cai&ekigt.  3. 
10.  2.  VoL  l.p.  307. 

Ave-Maries,  unknown  to  the  Ancienti. 
14.4.15.  VoL  5.  p.  117. 

Augnru  condemned.  16.  5.  2.  Vol.  6. 
p.  217.  218, 

'AuXv.    The  Court  before  the  Church. 
8.  3.  5.  VoL  2.  p.  121. 

Auricular  Confession  a  Novelty.  18.  3. 
2.  VoL  6.  p.  651. 

Aurum  Tironicum,     A  Tax  so  called.  5. 
3. 4.  VoL  1.  p.  445. 


OF   MATTER. 


Mttfn.  A  Tax,  5. 3.  6.  Vol. 

Diocese  Forty  Miles  bng. 
}1. 2.  p.  286. 

I.  The  ancient  Name  of 
ans.  2.  18.  1.  Vol.  1.  p. 

9  Word  used  in  Electing 
t.  1. 3.  Vol.  1.  p.  334.  It. 
dL  1.  p.  343. 

Isymiles.  15.  2.  5.  Vol.  5. 
9. 


B 


.  16. 13.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  436 

Wandering  Clerks.  6.  4. 
p.  564. 

id  Ballimathia,  Lascivious 
Dancing.  How  censured, 
i.  Vol.  6.  p.  393. 

f  called  an  Indulgence,  or 

1.  11. 1.2.  Vol.  3.  p.  113. 

2.  Vol.  6.  p.  603. 

called  Chrism  or  Unction. 
I'ol.  3.  p.  113.  114. 

:alled  Viaticum.  11.  1.  10. 
121.  122. 

called  f^TUTfibc  or  lUumi- 
.  1.4.  Vol.  3.  p.  115. 

ailed  ircLktyytPifrla,  or  La- 
^generation.  11.  1.  3.  Vol. 
114. 

called   Sacerdotium    Laid, 
Priesthood.  11.  1.  3.  Vol. 


called  Salut,  Life  and  Sal- 
1.1.5.  Vol.  3.  p.  116. 

called  (f^paylg,  Signaculum 
nd  Signaeuium  Fidei,  the 
le  Lord.  11.  1.  6.  Vol.  3.  p. 

t 

called    the  Sacrament   of 


Faith.    11.    1.  8.  Vol.   3.  p.   120. 
Why  called  Suipov,  x<lipi(rfia.  Mu- 


SymboluM  Domini,  11. 1.  10.  VoL  3. 
p.  121.  122.  123. 

By  Water  rejected  by  many 


andent  Heietics.  11.  2.  1.  Vol.  3. 
p.  124. 

—  Of  Infants  proved  to  be  the  Pri- 
mitive Practice.  11.  4.  6  Vol.  3.  p. 
156. 

—  Not  confined  to  the  Eighth  Day  as 
Circumcision.  11.  4.  13.  Vol.  3.  p. 
170. 

—  Case  of  Infants  dying  without 
Baptism.  10.  2.  24.  Vol.  8.  p.  44. 

—  Supplied  by  Martyrdom,  Faith, 
&c.  10.  2.  20.  Vol.  3.  p.  34. 

—  Of  exposed  Children,  and  the 
Children  of  Heathens,  Jews,  and  ex- 
communicate Persons,  how  giv«n. 
11.4. 15.  VoL  3.  p.  173. 

—  Not  to  be  given  to  the  Dead.  11. 
4.  3.  Vol.  3.  p.  152. 

Nor  to  the  Living  for  the  Dead, 

and  the  Apostle's  meaning,  of  being 
baptized  for  the  dead.  11. 4.  4.  Vol. 
3.  p.  153. 154. 

— -  Granted  to  Dumb  Persons  and 
Energumens  in  certain  cases.  11.  6. 
2. 11.5.  3.  Vol.  3.  p.  179.  to  184. 

Not  to  be    forced  upon   any 

against  their  Will.  11.  6.  5.  Vol.  3. 
p.  185.  186. 

Not  to  be  given  to  Image-Makers, 

Stage-players,Gladiators,  Racers,  As- 
trologers, Magicians,  Charmers,  Wan- 
dering Beggars  and  other  such  Cri- 
minals, till  they  quit  such  unlawful 
Professions.  11.  5.  6.  &c.  Vol.  3.  p. 
187.  to  198. 


—  Not  given  to  Slaves  without  the 
Testimony  of  their  Masters*  11*  6. 
4.  Vol:  3.  p.  184. 

-^  Yet  given  to  Slaves  of  Jmn,  and 
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BtiAopt raperior  to  Presl>ytut.  2.  I.  2, 
Vol.  1.  p.  41. 

Of  Apostolical  institution.  2. 


1.3.  Vol.  1.  p.  43. 


'  A  catalogue  of  such  Bishops 
as  were  ordained  by  the  Apostles.  2. 
1.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  46  to  49. 

At  first  called  Apostles.  2.  2. 


1.  Vol.  1.  p.  60. 


Successors  of  the  Apostles.  2. 


2.  2.  Vol.  1. p.  51. 


■'  Called  Prineipes  Eeclaut,  Prc- 
fwiiti,  Upoi^&TiQ,  np6c^poi''E^opet, 
Prineipes  Sacerdotum,  Pontifices  MaX' 
imi,  Summi  SacerdfAet,  Paptt,  Patres 
Patrum,  Episcopi  Episcoporum,  Pa- 
triarchSf  Vicars  of  Christ,  and  Angeb 
of  the  Churches.  2.  2.  4.  vol.  1.  p. 
62  to  60. 

Buhopt^  Powir  and  Prmkget. 


— ^  Every  Bishop  had  power  to 
form  his  own  Liturgy  and  Creed,  and 
to  appoint  Fasting-days  in  his  own 
Church.  2.  6. 2.  Vol.  1.  p.  85. 


'  '  And  Power  to  determine  secu- 
lar causes.  2.  7.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  90. 
It.  5.  2.  l.Vol.  1.  p.  425. 


This  power  not  allowed  in  cri- 
minal causes,  nor  in  civil  causes,  but 
when  the  Litigants  agreed  to  take 
them  for  Arbitrators.  2.  7.  4.  Vol. 
l.p.  93. 


— —  Privilege  in  interceding  for 
criminals  to  the  secular  Magistrate, 
2.8.  l.Vol.  l.p.  94.  96. 

Benediction.  2.  9.  1.  Vol.  1. 


p.  97,  98. 


—  The  Ceremony  of  kissing  Bi- 
shops' hands.  2.  9.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  98. 
99. 


— —  Whether  Bishops  anciently 
wore  a  Mitre.  2.  9.  6.  Vol.  l.pjlOO, 
101. 


■ The  form  of  saluting  Bishops 

Ptr  Coronanu  2.  9;  6.  Vol.  1.   p. 
100.  101. 


timmu  kc.  gifen.to  all  Biihopi.  9. 
9.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  102. 

BiMhop*t  Throne  in  the  Cftwrcik.  2.  9.7. 
Vol.  1.  p.  102, 103. 

-No  exemption  from  the  jniis- 


diction  of  Bishops.  2.  4.  1.  VoL  1* 
p.  73. 

Monks  subject  to  the  Bishop  ol 


the  Diocese.  2.  4.  2.  Vol.  1.  j^  73. 
74. 


Magistrates   subject   to    the 


same  jurisdiction.  2.  4.  8.  Vol.  1  p. 
74.  76. 


Power  not  aibitraiy,  but  a  li- 
berty allowed  of  appealing  from  them. 
2.  3.  9.  Vol.  1.  p.  71. 


In  the  African  Chnrch  not  to 

censure  Presbyters  or  Deacons  with- 
out the  concurrence  of  some  neigfa- 
bouring  Bishops.  2.  3.  9.  Vol.  1 . 
p.  72. 

Privilege  in  granting  LUmm 

Formatm  to  all  Persons.  2.  4.  5. 
Vol.  1  p.  77.  78. 

^Power  in  disposing  of  the  re- 
venues of  the  Church.  2.  4.  6.  Vol. 
1.  p.  79. 

Not  to  alienate  the  Goods  of  the 


Church  vrithout  the  consent  of  the 
Clergy  and  Metropolitan.  5.  6.  7. 
Vol.  l.p.  495. 

Not    to    be  condemned    but 


upon  the  Evidence  of  two  or  thiee 
Witnesses.  5.  1.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  422. 

—  Heretics  not  allowed  to  be  Evi- 
dence against  Bishops.  6.  1.  6.  Vol. 
1.  p.  423. 

—  Nor  excommunicate  Persons  nor 


scandalous  Livers.  Ilnd,  p.  423. 

—  False  Accusers  of  Bishops  to  be 
excommunicated  or  deposed.  i6arf.  p. 
424. 


—  Not  to  be  called  into  any  secular 
Court  to  give  their  Testimony.  5. 
2.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  425. 


The  titles  of  Snnct'mimi,  J3ea-    '  — —  Not  obliged  to  give  their  Testi- 
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mony  upon  Oath.  6.  3«  2.  VoL  1. 

p.  426. 

BUhopt,  whether  the  tingle  Endenceof 
one  Bishop  was  good  in  Law  against 
the  Testimony  of  many  others.  5.  2. 
3.  Vol.  1.  p.  427. 

A  Bishop  not  to  excommunicate 

any  Criminal  upon  his  own  single 
Testimony.  16.  3.  10.  Vol.  6.  p. 
152. 

Absolute  and  independentin  their 

own  Churches.  2.  6.  1.  Vol.  1.  p; 
85. 

—  Every  Bishop  supposed  to  be  a 
Bishop  of  the  whole  (kuholie  Church. 
2.5.  l.Vol.  l.p.  80.  81. 

Cff  th€  Election  and  Ordinathn  of 
Bishops. 

BUhapi  to  be  elected  by  the  Provincial 
Bishops,  Clergy  and  People.  4.  2.  4. 
Vol.  1.  p.  341.  It.  17.  5.  3.  Vol. 
6.  p.  491. 

To  be  chosen  within  Three  Months 

after  a  Vacancy.  2. 11. 1.  Vol.  1.  p. 
113. 

To  be  chosen  out  of  the  Cleigy  of 

the  Church  to  which  they  were  or- 
dained. 2. 10.  2.  VoL  1.  p.  106. 

Not  to  be  ordained  under  Thirty 


Years  of  Age.  2.  10.  1.  VoL  1.  p. 
104. 

To  go  through  the  Inferior  Orders 


of  the  Church  before  they  attained 
Episcopal  Ordination.  2.  10.  4.  Vol. 
1.  p.  108. 

—  Yet  Deacons  sometimes  ordained 
Bishops,  though  never  ordained  Pres- 
byters. 2. 10.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  109. 

—  In  Cases  of  Necessity  chosen  out 
of  the  Inferior  Orders.  2.  10.  6.  p. 
110. 

—  And  sometimes  ordained  imme- 
diately from  Laymen.  2. 10.  7.  VoL 
l.p.  110.111. 

-^  Thite  Bisho)»  ordinarily  required 


in  the  Ordinatkm  of  a  Bishop.  3. 11. 
4.  VoL  L  p.  116.  117.118. 

—  To  be  ordained   in  their  own 
Churches.  2. 11.  7.  VoL  1.  p.  120. 

—  Not  to   be   ordained   in    small 
Cities.  2.  12.  1.  VoL  1.  p.  124. 

Ordained  sometimes  in  Villages. 


2. 12.  3.  VoL  1.  p.  126. 127. 128. 

Two  Bishops  not  to  be  ordained 

in  one  City.  2.  13.  1.  VoL  1.  p. 
129. 130. 

Exceptions  to  this  rule  in  some 

extraordinary  Cases.  2.  13.  2.  VoL 
1.  p.  131. 

Anniversary-Day  of  a  Bishop's 

Ordination  kept  a  Festival.  4.  16. 
16.  VoL  1.  p.  404.  See  NataUt 
EptMcoporum, 

Rulet  conetrmmg  Bishops* 

Bithapt  to  i«8ide  at  their  Cathedral 
Church.  6.  4.  7.  VoL  I.  p.  667. 
568.    See  Court. 

Not  to  remove  from  one  See  to 

another  without  Leave.  6.  4.  6.  VoL 
1.  p.  565.  566. 

Allowed  to  resign  their  Sees  fiir 

the  good  of  the  Church.  6.  4.  2.  VoL 
1.  p.  559.  560. 

To  take  Place  by  Semority.  2. 

16.  8.  VoL  l.p.  153.154. 

Obliged  to  attend  Provincial  ^ 

nods.  2.  16.  17.  VoL  1.  p.  161,    It. 

17.  5.  38.  VoL  6.  p.  525. 

Not  to  travel  wiAout  the  literc 

Formatte  of  their  Primate.  2.  16. 19. 
Vol.  1.  p.  162. 

To  breed   up  Youth   in   their 

Houses,  as  Academies,  for  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  Church.  3.  1.  4.  VoL  1. 
p.  272. 

. To  honor  their  FeHow-Bishopi 

vrith  the  Privilege  of  Consejwjting 
the  Bttcharitt,  sitting  in  their  ThronA 
with  them,  &c  5. 1. 2.  Vol.  1.  p.  418. 
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BUupt,  not  to  make  Exaotkms  upon  their 
BBople.  17.  5.  39.  Vol.  6.  p.  526. 

Dying  without  Children  or  Ne- 
phews, to  make  the  Church  their 
Heirs.  5.  4.  9.  VoL  1.  p.  474. 

Obliged  to  be  constant  in  Preach- 
ing.   See  PnaMng. 

—  To  confirm.    See  Confirmation. 

— »  To  yisit  Parochially.  See  Visi- 
tatioiu. 

—  To  exercise  Discipline,  excom- 
municate, absolve,  grant  Indulgences. 
Bee  the  several  Titles. 

To  consecrate  Churches,  Virgins, 

&c.    See  the  Titles. 

The  Design  of  Henry  Vlllth  to 

augment  the  Number  of  Bishops  in 
England,  Conclusion  of  Book  9  Ch. 
8.  Vol.  2.  p.  435.  &c. 

^—  Peculiar  Ways  of  Punishing  De- 
linquent Bithoptiu  the  ^/riconChurch. 
17.  4.  5.  VoL  6.  p.  479. 

— -  Liable  to  Deposition  for  giving 
Ordinations  contrary  to  the  Canons 
&c.  17.  5.  35.    Vol.  6.  p.  523. 

Blasphemy.  How  punished.  16.  7.  1. 
Vol.  6.  p.  292. 

—  Against   the   Holt    Ghost    in 
^     what  Sense  unpardonable.  16.  7.  3. 

Vol.  6.  p.  299. 

Blood,  Eating  of  it  sometime  forbid- 
den. 17.  5.  20.  Vol.  6.  p.  511. 

— —  Clergy  not  to  judge  in  Cases  of 
Blood.  2.  7.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  83.  It  1 7. 
5.  34.  Vol.  6.  p.  521. 

—  Discipline  of  the  Church  never 
went  so  far  as  to  shed  Blood,  16.  2. 
4.  Vol.  6.  p.  69  to  76. 

Body  not  to  be  mangled  or  dismem- 
bered. 4.  3.  9.  Vol.  1.  p.  366.  367. 
It.  16. 10.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  346.  347. 

BtitfAoKoxicu  Filthy  Discoufse  cen- 
sured. 6.  2. 10.  Vol.  1.  p.  521.  It. 
16. 11. 16.  Vol.  6.  p.  394. 


B6ii6c  dvalfuusroi    8.  6.  13.  V«l.  1 

p.  152. 

Booh.  Lascivious  not  to  be  read.  16L 
11.  11.  Vol.  6.  p.  386. 

Heretical.    See  Heretical, 

Boo-cdi.  Monks  so  called  from  feediDf 
on  Herbs.  7.  2.  11.  Vol.  2.  p.  21. 

Bord.  Vota.  An  Heathen  Festifal 
condemned.  16.  4.  17.  VoL  6.  p. 
203. 

B«Xf  vrai .  Corporation-Men  not  to  be 
ordained.  4.  4.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  379. 

Bowing  in  Prayers.  13.  8.  5.  VoL  4.  p. 
214. 


Toward  the  Altar.  8.  10.  7.  VoL 

2.  p.  233. 

Bread.  Common,  not  Unleavened,  used 
in  the  Eucharist.  15.  2.  6.  VoL  5. 
p.  208.  to  212.    See  Axyma* 


Broken  in  the  [Euduarisi.  15.  3. 


34.  Vol.  5.  p.  295.  296. 

Day  of  Bread.    A  name  for  the 

Lord's  Day.  20.  2.  1.  VoL  7.  p.  13. 
It.  15.  9.  2.  VoL  5.  p.  454. 

Bribery  censured.  16.  12. 10.  VoL  6.  p. 
407. 

Bridges.  The  Clergy  sometimes  exempt 
from  contributing  toward  them.  5. 3. 
9.  Vol.  1.  p.  452. 

British  Church.  Its  ancient  liberties 
and  Independency.  2.  18.  2.  Vol.  1. 
p.  186.  It.  9.  1.  11.  VoL  2.  p. 
273.  274. 


Allegations     of     SehelstraU 

against  the  British  Liberties  exa- 
mined. 9.  1.  12.  VoL  2.  p.  875  to 
280.  '^ 


Church  not    founded  by  Sl 


Peter.  Ibid.  p.  277. 


— —    Bishops    in  the   Council  of 
Aries.  9.  6.  20.  VoL  2.  p.  395. 

Bromialia.  An  Heathen  Festival  ooo- 
demned.  16. 4.  17.  Vol.  6.  p.  303. 
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BruMutand  Brumaiia  condemned.  Ibid. 
207. 

Burning  the  Dead  not  used  by  Chris- 
tians. 23.  2.  4.  Vol.  7.  p.  313. 

Burying  in  Cities  not  allowed  for  the 
first  Three  Hundred  Yean.  23. 1.  2. 
Vol.  7.  p.  290  to  294. 

Nor  in  Churches  for   many 

ages  after.   23.  1.   4.   Vol.  7.  p. 
297  to  300. 


First  brought  into  the  Atrium 

or  Church-yard,  and  Porches  and 
Porticos  of  the  Church.  8.  3.  8. 
Vol.  2.  p.  124.  It.  23.  1.  6.  Vol.  7. 
p.  301.  302. 

Hereditary  Burying  Placet  for* 


bidden  till  the  Twelfth  Century.  23. 
1.  9.  Vol.  7.  p.  306. 


The   Care  of    Chriitians    in 

burying  the  Dead.  23.  3.  1.  Vol.  7. 
p.  324.  325. 


Christians  usually  buried    by 

Day,  the  Heathens  by  Night.  23.  2. 
6.  Vol.  7.  p.  318  to  324. 


With   Psalmody.  23.    3.   8. 

Vol.  7.  p.  333  to  336.  It  23.  3.  11. 
Vol.  7.  p.  338.  339. 

"With    Prayers,    Communion, 

and  funeral  Oiations.  23.  3.  10.  &c. 
Vol.  7.  p.  337.  338. 


Particular  Orders    of    Men, 

CopicU(B  and  Parabolani  for  burying. 
the   Dead.  3.  8.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  299 
It.  23.  3.  7.  Vol.  7.  p.  332. 

Penitents  employed  in  burying 

the  Dead.   18.   2.    11.   Vol.   6.  p. 
647. 


.~-^—  What  Persons  were  denied  the 
Privilege  of  Christian  Burial.  23. 
3.  23.  Vol.  7.  p.  355  to  358.  18. 
Vol.  3.  p.  32. 

Nothing  to  be  demanded  for 

burying  the  Dead.  5.  4.  14.  VoL  1. 
p.  480.  See  more  in  Cemeteries, 
Church-yards,  Graves,  and  Funerals. 

C 

Cabr-Liom   the    Metropolis   of  the 


Britiik  Chuich.  2.  18.  2.  VoL  1. 
p.  186.  It.  9. 1. 11.  Vol.  2.  p.  274. 

Calf,  Heathenish  Custom  of  Ofiering 
a  Calf  on  New  Year*t  Day  censured. 
16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  230.  It.  20.  1. 
3.  Vol.  7.  p.  6. 

Calculatorei,  a  sort  of  Diviners  and  En- 
chanters censured.  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6. 
p.  231. 

Calculation  of  Eojter.    See  Cycle* 

Calttmny  censured.  i6.  12.  15.  Vol. 
6.  p.  415. 

Campana,  The  name  of  a  Bell  first 
used  by  Bede.  8.  7.  15.  Vol.  2.  p. 
192. 

Concern.  8.  6.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  143. 

Candida  Casa.  Whitem  in  Scotland  the 
first  Church  that  was  built  of  Stone. 
8.  1.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.  91. 

Candlemat'day  not  known  to  the  Anr 
cients.  20.  8.  5.  Vol.  7.  p.  135. 

Canon.  A  name  for  the  Creed.  10.  3. 
2.  Vol.  3.  p.  53. 

The  Roll  or  Catalogue  of  the 


Clergy.  1.  6.   10.  Vol.  1.  p.  37.  38, 


Et  Indietio   Canonica,  A  Tax 

so  called.  5.  3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p  441. 

Frumentariut.  A  Tax  so  called. 


5.  3.3.  Vol.  l.p.  442. 

Poichalis.  13.  5.  6.  Vol.  4.  p. 


121. 
Canonica.  See  EpittoUe. 

Canonica.  Virgins  in  the  Canon  or 
Roll  of  the  Church.  7.  4.  1.  Vol.  2. 
p.  63. 

Canonical  Hours  of  Prayer.  Their  Ori- 
ginal. 7.  3.  17.  Vol.  2.  p.  48.  It.  13. 
9. 8.  Vol.  4.  p.  246.  247. 


Pensions  in  what  Cases  allow 


ed.  6.  4.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  561. 

Scripture.  14.  3.  16.  Vol.  5. 

p.  68  to  71. 

Canoniei.  The  Clergy.  1.  5. 10.  Vot  1. 
p.  37. 

EquL  A  Tax  so  called.  5.  3. 

4.  Vol.  1.  p.  445. 
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CmMueL  ^MiXfai,  or  Padim  .8.  7.  2. 

Vol.  1.  p.  297. 

Canons  of  the  Church  to  be  read  to 
Men  at  their  Ordination.  4.  6.  1. 
Vol.  1.  p.  391. 

Of  the  Church  to  be  studied  by 

the  Clergy.  6.  3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  533. 
534. 


Bishops  subject  to  them.  2. 

3.  9.  Vol.  1.  p.  71. 

Bishops  liable  to  be  censured 


and  deposed  for  neglecting  or  trans* 
gressing  them.  17.  5.  35.  36.  &c. 
Vol.  6.  p.  522  to  526. 

Canonum  Eecletut  unwerut  Codex*    17. 
5. 15.  Vol.  6.  p.  507. 


Contempt  of  the   Canons,  a 

Crime  for  which  the  Laity  might  be 
•xcommunicated  and  the  Clergy 
degraded.  16.  9.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  338. 
It.  17.  6.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  499. 

Canons  Regular.  Their  Original.  7.  2. 
9.  Vol.  2.  p.  20. 

Canomeal  Obedience  due  from  Pres- 
byters to  Bishops.  2. 3. 2.  Vol.  1.  p. 
61.  &c. 


— —  Obedience   due  from  Bishops 
to  their  Primates  or  Metropolitans. 

2.  16.  16. 17.  &c.   Vol.  1.  p.  169. 
160. 161. 

Canopy  of  the  Altar.    8.6. 18.  Vd.  2. 
p.  158. 

Cantabrarii.  A  sort  of  Conjurors.  16. 5. 
6.  Vol.  6.  p.  232. 

Cantharus,  The  Fountain   before  the 
Chuich.  8.  3. 6.  Vol.  2.  p.  122. 

Cajntatio    Hwnuma*     The   Capitation 
Tax  upon  Men  for  their  Slaves.  5.  3. 

3.  Vol.  1.  p.  442. 

— — —  Terrena,  Tax  upon  Land.  Ibid, 
Animalium.  Tax  upon  Cattle. 


Und. 


Cajntation-tUL  imposed  upon  the  Clergy 
for  their  Eodeaiastical  Possessions. 
5.  3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  443. 


CapUii  Cmms.  Tlw  defigf 

from  it.  5. 3. 2.  VoL  1.  p..  439 

The  Virgins  of  the  ChnA 


excused  from  it.  7.  4.  7.  Vol.  2.  pu 
72. 

Tria  Capita.  Payment  of  Tkiss 


three  times  a  Year,  once  every  few 
Months.  5. 3. 3.  Vol.  1.  p.  442. 

Capitolins.  A  name  of  Reproedi  cut 
upon  the  Catholics  by  the  Novatma, 
for  receiving  such  as  went  to  sacrifice 
at  the  CapitoL  1.  2.  13.  Vol.  1.  ^ 
18.  19. 


Captatores,  Men  that  flattered  W< 
out  of  their  Estates,  censured.  1& 
12.  15.  Vol.  6.  p.  417.  418. 

Capthes,  redeemed  by  selling  the  Plate 
of  the  Church.  5.  6.  6.  Vol.  1.  ^ 
494.  495. 

Cardinals.  Their  OriginaL  2.  19.  16. 
Vol.  1.  p.  209. 

Cardinales  Eeelesi^  Ihid* 

CaraeaUa.  A  Cattodc.  So  called  bam 
Antoninus  CaraeaUa  who  first  brooght 
it  into  Use  among  the  Romans*  6.  4 
20.  Vol.  1.  p.  690. 

Catacombs  and  Crypto.  23. 1.  3.  VeL 
7.  p.  294. 

JLar^oyoc  *UparUtoc,  or  Catat^gns 
Hieraticus.  The  Roll  of  the  Cleigy. 
1.  5. 10.  Vol.  1.  p.  37. 

Cateehetic-KhooHi.  3.  10.  5.  VoL  1. 
p.  310. 

CateehisU,  no  distinct  Order  of  dw 
Church.  3. 10.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  306. 

— Readers  sometimes  made  Cslf- 


dusts.  3. 10.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  307. 
■  Such  Cateehists  not  allowed  to 


teach  publicly  in  the  Chorclu  3. 10. 
4.  Vol.  1.  p.  308. 

The  Substance  of  the  muami 


Catechim.  10.  1.  6.  Vol.  3.  p.  8. 

Catechumens.     Their  Age.  10.  1.  4. 
Vol.  3.  p.  5. 
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■     Cattehtmims,  how  long  they  coBtiniMd 
k         in  that  State.  10.  1.  5.  yol.  3.  pr  6. 

*     ^Their  Station  in  the  Church.  8. 


4.  3.  Vol.  2.  p.  126. 


-Divided  into  Four  Orders.  10. 


2.  2.  Vol.  3.  p.  14. 


-Their  Exercises  and  Instruction. 


10.  2.  6.  Vol.  3.  p.  17. 


Allowed  to  read  the  Scripture. 


10.  1.  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  10. 

And  to  hear  the  Scripture  and 

Sermon  in  the  Church.  10.  2.  3. 
Vol.  3.  p.  15.  It.  13.  1.  2.  Vol.  4. 
p.  8. 


Not  allowed  to  hear  or  use  the 

Lard*t-Pray€r  until  a  little  before 
Baptism.  1.  4.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  28.  It. 
10.  2.  10.  Vol.  3.  p.  23.  See  Lard't 
Prayer, 

-Not  allowed  to  be  present  at 


any  Prayers  in  the  Church,  save 
only  such  as  were  particularly  called 
Prajrers  for  the  Catechumens,  14.  5. 
3.  Vol.  5.  p.  157.  158. 

Not  allowed  to  be  present  at 


the  Celebration  of   any  Mysterious 
Rites.  10.  5.  1.  Vol.  3.  p.  96. 


Nor  allowed  to  hear  Discourses 

upon  the  profound  Mysteries  of  Re- 
ligion. 1.  4.  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  29. 


Reckoned  but  imperfect  Mem- 
bers of  the  Church.  1.  3.  3.  Vol.  1. 
p.  23. 


How  punished  by  the  Discipline 


of  the  Church  upon  offending.  10. 2. 
17.  Vol.  3.  p.  30.  31.  32. 

Catechumenorum  Missa,  13.  1.  2.   Vol. 
4.  p.  8  to  11. 

Sacramentum.  10.  2.  16.  Vol. 

3.  p.  29. 

Cateckwnenia,  The  Catechetic  Schools. 
3. 10.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  309. 

The  Women's  Galleries  in  the 

Church.  8.  5.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  136. 

Cathedral,    The  Bishop's  Church  where 


his  Cathedra  or  Throne  was  set.  8.  6. 
10.  Vol.  2.  p.  148. 

Caihedral'ChuTch  to  be  the  Place  of 
the  Bishop's  constant  Residence.  6. 
4.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  568. 

Catholic.  The  Meaning  and  Antiquity 
of  the  Name.  1.  1.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  7. 

Catholic  Church.  How  its  Unity 
maintained.  16. 1.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  36. 


Customs  of  the  CiitWic  Church 

to  be  observed.  16.  1.  12.  Vol.  6.  p. 
44.  45. 


Churches  and  Private  Oratorios 

how  distinguished.  8.  1.4.  Vol.  2.  p. 
81.  82.  and  8.  1.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  97. 

Catholieus  Diocceseos,  A  Civil  Officer ; 
Rationalis,  the  Emperor's  Receiver 
in  a  Roman  Diocese.  9.  1.  12.  Vol. 

2.  p.  279. 

Caupones,  Fraudulent  Hucksters  cen* 
sured.  16.  12.   17.  Vol.  6.  p.  424. 

Cava.  A  City  and  Diocese  in  Italy 
that  had  not  above  Five  Hundred 
Communicants.  9.  8.  Conclusion. 
Vol.  2.  p.  437. 

Cauta  Luerativa  and  Onerota,  How 
they  differ  in  Law.  6. 3.  11.  Vol.  1. 
p.  455. 

Causet  Criminal.  The  Clergy  liable  to 
be  judged  for  such  before  the  Civil 
Magistrates.  5.  2.  12.  Vol.  1.  p. 
435. 

Ecclesiastical  to  be  ended  in 

Ecclesiastical  Courts.  5.  1.  4.  Vol. 
1.  p.  420.  It.  17. 5.  15.  Vol.  6.  p. 
505. 

Pecuniary  between  Clergymen 

and  Laymen  to  be  heard  in  the  Civil 
Courts.  5.  2.  13.  Vol.  1.  p.  435. 
436. 

Ceimeliarches.  The  same  as  ChartO' 
phylax  and  Ctutot  Archivorum,  3. 13. 

3.  Vol.  1.  p.  323. 

Ceimeliarchium.d,  7.7.  Vol.2,  p.  177. 

CeUutma,  The  AUelma  why  lo  caUfid* 
14.  2.4.  Vol.  5.  p.  33. 
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Crittecy,  not  required  of  the  Clergy  for 
the  firet  Three  Hundred  Years.  4.  6. 
6.  Vol.  1.  p.  384.  385. 

Mlt,  Private  in  the  Church  for  People 
to  read  the  Scripture  in.  8.  5.  8.  Vol. 
2.  p.  136. 

CeUulani,  Monks  so  called  from  their 
living  in  CeUs.  7.  2.  14.  Vol.  2.  p. 
27. 

Cemetery.  A  name  used  in  common 
for  a  Church  and  the  Grave  of  a 
Martyr.  8.  1.  9.  Vol  2.  p.  88.  It. 
23.  1.  1.  Vol.  7.  p.  289.  290. 


ChaneeWfrt.    A  Conjectim 
Original  in  the  Chnrch.  2.  7.  6.  VA 
1.  p.  94. 

Not  the  same  with 


in  the  Primitive  Church.  8.  11.  •• 
Vol.  1.  p.  316. 

Character.  What  meant  by  inAtXA 
Character  of  Ordination.  l7.  *•  ^ 
Vol.  6.  p.  458.  459. 

Indelible  of  Baptism.  16. 2«  1* 


-Consecration  of  Cemeteriet  not 


Tery  ancient.  23.  2.  1.   Vol.   7.  p. 
308.  309. 

Cetunes.    An  Order  among  the  Man- 
tanists.  2.  17.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  168. 

Centuret  of  the  Church.  See  Discipline. 

Cetmu  Capitis  and  Census  Agrorum.  5. 
3.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  439. 

Cmitenarii.  Centurions  among  the 
Monks.  7.3.  11.  Vol.  2.  p.  41. 

Centenarii.  Conjurors  and  Diviners 
censured.  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  231. 

Centeeima.  Usuiy  at  Twelve  in  the 
Hundred,  6.  2.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  610. 

Cephaleotdt.  Collectors  of  the  Capita- 
tion-Tax. 5.  3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  442. 

Cerei.    See  Lamps. 

Ceremonies.  No  Necessity  of  their 
being  the  same  in  all  Parts  of  the 
Catholic  Church.  16.1.  15.  Vol.  6. 
p.  50  to  54. 

Cerqferarii,  not  the  same  with  the  Acoltt- 
thists  of  the  ancient  Church.  3.  3.  4. 
Vol.  1.  p.  280. 

Cervob  facere.  An  Heathen  Custom 
of  sacrificing  an  Hind  on  New  Yearns 
Day  censured.  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p. 
230.    It.  20. 1.  3.  Vol.  7.  p.  6. 

Chaldai.  Astrologers  censured.  16.  5. 
1.  Vol.6,  p. 213  to  217. 

ChemceU  8. 6.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  143. 


Vol.  6.  p.  61.  It.  11.  1.  7-  Vol.  1. 

'       p.  120. 

Charisma  and  Ckruma.  Names  si 
Baptism.  11.  1.  3.  Vol.  3.  p.  114. 
and  11.  1.  10.  p.  122. 

Chari  Dei.  A  name  of  OiiristiaM.  1. 
4.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  27. 

Charioteers  denied  Baptiim.  11.  5.  7. 
Vol.  3.  p.  190. 


Denied  Communion.  16.  4. 10. 

Vol.  6.  p.  192. 

Charity-SchooU  in   Conntiy  Chnicbti. 
8.  7.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  184. 185. 


Charms  for  curing 

16.5.6.  Vol.6,  p.  226. 

Jewish  Charms,  16.  6.  3.  Vol.  6.  p. 
244  to  249. 

Chartophylax.  3.  l3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  324. 

Cheese,  offered  with  Bread  in  the 
Eucharist  by  Heretics,  called  Arte' 
tyrita.  15.  2.  8.  Vol.  5.  p.  218. 

XiifiaZofikvoi.  Dtcmaniaes.  3.  4.  6. 
Vol.  1.  p.  286.  It.  18.  4.  13.  Vol. 
6.  p.  597. 

XitpSSorog.  Tunica  manieata.  6.  4. 
20.  Vol.  1.  p.  589. 

Xtipo^sfia  and  XetperovicL,  How  they 
differ  one  from  another.  4.  6. 11. 
Vol.  l.p.  402, 

Xtipo^ttfia.  Confirmation.  12.  1.  1. 
Vol.  3.  p.  286.  287. 

Xtipofffifiavrpa.  8,  7.  15.  Vol.  2.  p. 
191. 
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CAtniMeai  Hymo.  14.  2.  3.  Vol.  5.  p* 
31.  32. 

CJiildren,  not  to  marry  against  the  Con- 
sent of  Parenu.  16.  9. 2.  Vol.  6.  p. 
332.383.  It.  22.  2.  4.  Vol.7,  p. 
226.  227. 

Not  to  become  Monks  against 


the  Consent  of  Parents.  7.  3.  4. 
Vol.  2.  p.  31.  It.  16.  9.  1.  Vol.  6. 
p.  331.332. 

Not  to  be  made  Monks  against 


their  own  Consent.  7.  3.  6.  Vol.  2. 
p.  32. 

Dedicate  to  the  Service  of  the 


Church  from  their  Infancy.  3.  1.4. 
Vol.  1.  p.  272.  See  ParenU, 

Fathers  not  to  disinherit  their 


Children  to  make  the  Church  their 
Heirs.  6.  4.  13.  Vol.  1.  p.  477. 

The  Power  of   Parents  over 


their  Children  in  Matters  of  Life  and 
Death  restrained  by  the  Christian 
Laws.  16.  9.  i.  Vol.  6.  p.  332. 

Chiliareha,  A  Sort  of  Diviners  cen- 
sured. 16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  232. 

Choreutte.  Heretics  that  kept  the  Sabbath 
a  Fast.  20.  3.  5.  Vol.  7.  p.  48. 

Chiromancy  condemned.  16.  5.  2.  Vol. 
6.  p.  418. 

Chorepiseopi.  Three  different  Opinions 
about  their  Order.  2.  14.  2.  3.  4. 
Vol.  l.p.  137.    138.  139. 

Allowed  to  ordain  Presbyters 


and  Deacons  by  Licence  from  the 
City  Bishop.  2. 14,  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  140. 

To   minister  Confirmation.  2. 


14.  7.  Vol.  l.p.  141. 

To   grant  Letters  Dimissory. 

2.  14.8.  Vol.  1.  p.  141. 

To  vote  in  Councils.  2. 14.  10. 


VoLl.p.  142. 

Their  Power  not   the  same  in 


all  Times  andPlaces.2.  14. 11.  Vol. 
1.  p.  142. 

Their  Power  first  struck  at  by 


the  Council  of  Laodicea,  2.   14.  12. 
Vol.  1.  p.  143. 

Vol.  IX. 


Fifty  Chortpiteapi  in  St.  BuU'i 

Diocese.  9.  3.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  324. 

In  Assyria.  9.2.  17.  Vol.2,  p. 


316. 


How  censured  for  transgreia- 

ing  their  Duty.  17.  5.  41.  Vol.  6. 
p.  627. 

Chorus.  The  Chancel.  8.  6.  6.  VoL  2. 
p.  143. 

Chrestians,  for  Christians.  1.  1.  11.  Vol. 
1.  p.  9. 

Christ  worshipped  together  with  the 
Father  and  Holy  Obost.  13.  2. 
l.Vol.  4.p.  31. 

Christian  Rules  commended  by  Hea- 
thens.  4.  1.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  336.  It.  6. 
1.  1.  VoL  1.  p.  496.  497. 

Christians,  how  called  before  they  were 
named  Christians.  1.  1. 1.  Vol.  1.  p. 
1.1.2. 


Heretics   not  reckoned  Chris- 


tians. 1.  3.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  24. 

Catechumens  only  imperfect 


Christians.  1.  3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  23 

Christemporeia.  Simony.  4. 3. 14.  Vol.  1. 
p.  372.  373. 

Christophori,  A  Name  given  to  Chris- 
tians. 1.  1.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  5. 

Chronita:.  A  name  of  Keproach  cast 
upon  the  Catholics  by  the  Ariam,  U 
2.  la.VoLl.p.  20. 

Chrysargyrum.  A  Tax  so  called.  5.  3. 
6.  Vol.  1.  p.  448  to  450. 

Churches. 


—  Their  several  Names.  8.  1.  1. 
Vol.  2.  p.  76.  77. 

—  Their  Original  from  the  Time  of 
the  Apostles.  8.  1.  13.  Vol.  2.  p. 
97.98.  99. 

Forty  in  Rome  before  the  last 

Persecution.  8.  1.  17.  Voh  2.  p. 
104. 
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Chmrehes.  The  Difierence  between 
Churches  in  the  first  Ages  and  those 
that  followed.  8.  2.  ].  Vol.  2.  p. 
108,  109. 


Heathen  Temples  and  Jewuh  Sy* 


nagogues  turned  into  Churches.  8.  2. 
4.  Vol.  2.  p.  112  to  116. 

Roman    Basilica    turned     into 


Churches.  8.  1.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  82.  83. 
and  8.2.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  116. 

- —  CnHstantine*s  Mnniiioence  in 
building  Churches,  8.  2.  3.  Vol.  2.  p. 
HI. 

— —  An  -  Account  of  Justinian^s 
Church  called,  Sancta  Sophia.  8.  2. 
3.  Vol.  2.  p.  111.  It.  8.3.  1.  Vol. 
2.  p.  117. 

AU  of   Wood   in    Engfand  till 


the  building   of  Candida    Casa    at 
Whitem,  8.  2.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  109. 

Of  different  Forms,  some  oblong 


ordromical,  some  round,  some  square, 
some  in  the  Form  of  a  Cross,  or  Figure 
of  an  Octagon.  8.  3.  1.  Vol.2,  p. 
118, 


Of  different  Situations,  chiefly  to 


the  East,  some  to  the  West,  North, 
9iid  South.  8.  3.  2.  VoL  2.   p.  119. 

Divided  into  several  Parts,  a  Nar- 


thei,  a  Nave,  and  a  Dema,  or  Sanc- 
tuary. 8.  3.  3.  Vol.  2.  p.  120. 

—  Had  distinct  Apartments  for  Men, 
Women,  Virgins,  Clergy,  Laity,  &c. 
8.  5.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  134. 

—  Had  private  Cells  for  Meditating, 
Reading  the  Scripture.  &c.  8.  5.  8. 
Vol.2,  p.  137. 

Adorning  of  Churches. 

—  Adorned  with  several  Gifts  of  the 
People,  called  Anathrmata,  Urv 
Trwfiara,  &c.  8.  8.  1.  Vol.  2.  p. 
194.  ar.d8.  8.2.V0I.2.  p.  196. 

—  With  Gilding  and  MosaU  Work. 
8.  8.  5.  Vol,  2.  p.  198. 

—  With  Inscriptions.  8.  8.  4.  Vol. 
2.  p.  197. 


—  With  Texts  of  Scripture  wntleB 
on  the  Walls.  8.  5.  9.  Vol.  2.  p.  188. 
It.  8.  8.  3.  Vol.  2.  p.  196. 

—  With  Flowers  and  Branches.  8. 
8.  12.  VoL  2.  p.  209. 

—  Not  with  Images  or  Pictures  for 
the  First  Three  Hundred  Years.  8. 
8.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  200. 


Pictures  of  Kings  and  Bishops, 

when  first  brought  into  Churches.  8. 
8.  8.  Vol.2,  p. 204. 

Consecration  and  Dedication  of  Churchei. 

—  The  Original  o^  this  Practice  is 
the  FourOi  Century.  8.  9.  2.  Vol.3, 
p.  212.  213.214. 

'■      To  be  consecrated  bythe  Biikp. 
8. 9.  3  Vol.  2.  p.  215. 


Not  to  be  built  whhont  his  learn. 


8.9.4.  Vol.  2.  p.  216. 

—  No  Necessity  of  a  Licence  from 
Home  for  a  Bishop  to  consecrate  a 
Church.  8.  9. 7.  Vol.  2.  p.  219. 

—  Always  dedicated  to  God,  and 
not  to  Saints,  though  lomctiiaii 
named  from  Saints  or  their  Fovnden 
or  other  Circumstances  in  the  build- 
ing  of  them.  8.  9.  8.  Vol.  2.  p.  220. 
221. 

—  No  Church  to  be  consecrated 
before  it  was  endowed.  8. 9.  11.  Vol. 
2.  p.  223. 

—  Bishops  to  exact  nothing  for  con- 
secrating Churches.  8.  9.  12.  VoL  2. 
p.  224. 

Dedication  of  Churchescelebrated 


as  an  Anniversary  Festival.  8.9.14. 
Vol.  2.  p.  225.  It.  20.  8.  1.  VoL  7. 
p.  128. 

—  Not  to  be  founded  for  Lucre.  9. 
8.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  433. 

Respect    shewn  to  Churches. 

Kings  laid  down  their  Crowns, 


when  they  entered  the  Church.  8.5. 
1.  Vol.  2.  p.  129.  It.  8.  10.  8.  Vol. 
p.  234. 
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Churcha.  No  one  to  carry  Ams  mto  the 
Church.  8.  11.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.350. 
It.   8.  10.  8.V0I.  2.  p.  235. 


Men  usually  washed  their  Hands 


at  their  Entrance  into  the  Church.  8. 
10. 6.  Vol.  2p.  232. 


Some  put  off  their  Shoes.  8. 10. 6. 


Vol.  2.  p.  232. 

Bowing  toward  the  Altar  at  the 

Entrance  of  the  Church.  8.  10.  7. 
Vol,  2.  p.  233. 

Doors  and  Pillars  of  the  Church 

and  Altar  kissed  in  Token  of  Love.  8. 
10.  9.  Vol.  2.  p.  235. 


Never  put   to  any  Prophane 

Use.  8. 10.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  225.  226. 


Banqueting  in  the  Church  for- 


bidden.  8. 10.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  227.  It. 
8.  11.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  251. 


—  What  difference  made  between 

Churches  and  Private  Houses.  8. 10. 
3.  Vol.  2.  p.  230. 


Used  for  Private  Prayer  and 


Meditation,  8. 10. 10.  Vol.  2.  p.  236. 
Not  to  be  delivered  up  to  He- 


retics. 8.  10.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  231, 


The  safest  Repository  for  Things 


of  Value.  8.  10.  12.  VoU  2.  p.  238. 


Made    Asylums  or  Places  of 

Refuge.  8.  11.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.   239. 
240.  See  Asylum, 

Notitia  or  Geography   of  the 

Church.    See  Notitia. 


State  of  the  Church  conformed 

to  the  State  of  the  Roman  Empire.  9. 
1.2.  Vol.  2.  p.  253. 

Church-Lands  not  exempt  from  Taxes* 
5.3.3.  Vol.  1.  p.  443.  444. 

Obliged  to   such   Burdens  as 

they  were  tied  to  before  their  Dona- 
tion.  5.  3.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  446. 

Church'  Revenues,    See  Revenum, 


Church-Yards    See  Cemitirieu  Bwritls^ 
Funerals, 


People  not  allowed  to  bury  in 


Church-Yards  till  the  Sixth  Century* 
23.  1.7.  Vol.  7.  p.  302. 

Church- Assemblies,  How  called  toge- 
ther  before  the  Use  of  Bells.  8. 7. 15. 
Vol.  2.  p.  190.  191. 


• How  far  Jews,    Heathens  and 

Heretics  might  be  admitted  to  Chufch- 
Assemblies.  8.  4.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  127. 
IL  13.  1.2.  Vol.  4.  p.  8.  See  Miss* 
Catechumenarum  ana  Sermons. 

Church  Laws.     See  Canons, 

Church- Discipline,    See  Discipline. 

Ciborium,  The  Canopy  of  the  Altar. 
8.6.  18.  Vol.  2.  p.  158. 

City,  The  Difference  between  a  City 
and  a  Village.  9.  2.  3.  Vol.  2.  p. 
284. 

Circus.  The  Games  thereof  censured. 
11.  5.  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  190.  It.  16.4.10. 
Vol.  6.  p.  191. 

Clergy. 


The  Reason  of  the  Name.  1. 


5. 9.  Vol.  1 .  p.  37. 


How  distinguished    from    the 

Laity.  1.  5.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  32.  39. 
34. 


Elections  of  the  Clergy.    See 


Elections. 


Ordinations  of  the  Clergy,  See 


Ordinations, 


Revenues. 


Revenues  of  the  Clergy.    See 


Discipline  of  the  Clergy,    See 

Discipline  and  Degrading, 

Privileges  of  the  Clergy  and  Immunities, 


Obliged  to  entertain  one  ano- 
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tiier,  traTelling  with  LUere  Formate, 
upon  necessary  Occasions.  5.  1.  1. 
and  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  416.  417  and  419. 

Privilege,  To  give  each  other  the  Hono- 
rary Privileges  of  performing  Divine 
Offices  in  their  Churches.  5.  1.  2. 
Vol.  1.  p.  418. 


Not  to  sue  one  another,  save 

only  in  Ecclesiastical   Courts.  5.  1. 

4.  Vol.  1.  p.  420.  421.     It.  17.  5. 
15.  Vol.  6.  p.  505  to  507. 

Exempt  from  the  ordinary  Cog- 
nizance of  secular  Courts  in  Eccle- 
siastical Causes,  5.2.  5.  Vol.  1.  p. 
429. 

Exempt  also  in  lesser  Criminal 

Causes  from  the  same  Jurisdiction. 

5.  2.  11.  Vol.  1.  p.  433. 


—  Not  exempt  in  greater  Criminal 
Causes.  5. 2.  12.  Vol.  1.  p.  234. 

Exempt  by  the  Gothic  Laws  in 


France.  5.  1.  4.  VoL  1.  p.  421. 


—  Not  exempt  by  any  Divine 
Right  from  Taxes.  6.  3.  1.  Vol.  1. 
p.  437. 

Exempt  from   Personal  Taxes 


or  Head-money.   5.  3.  2.  Vol.  1.  p. 
438. 


Not  exempt  from   Taxes   on 


Land.  5.  3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  443. 


Exempt    from     other    Taxes, 


called  Aurum  Tironieum,  Equi  Cano- 
nici,  Chrysargyrum  or  Lustralis  Col' 
latio,  Metatum,  Superindicta,  Angaritc 
and  Parangaria  and  Cursus  Publieus, 
Denarismiu  and  Descriptio  Lucrati- 
vorum.  5.  3.  4.  &c.  Vol.  l.p.  445. 

Exempt  sometimes,  not  always. 


from  contributing  to   Highways   and 
Bridges.  5.  3.  9.   Vol.  1.  p.  453. 

Exempt  from  all  Civil  Personal 


Offices.  5.  3. 12.  Vol.  1.  p.  456. 


Exempt  from  all  sordid  Offices 

both  Predial  and  Personal.  5.  3.  13. 
Vol.  1.  p.  457. 

Exempt  for  allCurial  or  Muni- 


cipal Offices.  5.  3.    14.  V<d.  I.  p. 
458. 


But  Clergymen    possessed   of 


Private  Estates,  not  exempt  fron 
such  Offices.  5.  3.  15.  Vol  1.  p. 
460. 


Laws  relating  to  the    Life  and 

Conversation  of  the  Clergy.  6.  2. 1. 
&c.  Vol.  l.p.  501.602. 

Laws  relating  to  the  ExeroK 

of  the  Duties  and  Offices  of  their 
Function.  6.  3.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  528.  to 
531. 

— —  For  what  Crimes  the  Cleifj 
might  be  degraded.  6.  2.  3.  Vd.  1. 
p.  505.  It.  17.  5.  3.  Vol.  6.  p. 
490. 

Not  allowed  to  relinquish  thdr 

Station  without  Leave.  6.  4.  1.  Vol. 
1 .  p.  557.  558. 


Not  to  remove  from  one  Diocctt 

to  another  without  Letters  Dimiaory. 
6.  4.  4,  VoL  I.  p.  562.  563. 


Laws  against  Wandering  Cleigy. 

6.4.5.  Vol.  l.p.  564. 

Obliged  to  Residence.  6.  4.  7. 


Vol.  1.  p.  567.  to  569 
Not   to    have    Pluralities  or 


Office  in  Two  Dioceses.  6.  4.  8.  VoL 
1.  p.  569  to  571. 

Not  to  take  upon  them  Secnlar 


Employments.  6.  4.  9.  Vot  1  p. 
571.  572.  It.  17.  5.  11.  VoL  6.  p. 
501.  502. 

Not  to  beTutors  or  Guardians. 


6.4.  10.  Vol.  l.p.  573. 


Not  to  be  Sureties  or  Pleadeis 


at  Law.  6.  4.  11.  Vol.  I.  p.  574. 

—  The    inferior    Clergy    allowed 
sometimes  to  work  at  Secular  Tradei. 
6.  4.  12.  and   13.  VoL  1.  p.  574  to 
579. 


Not  to  convene  with  Jevscx 


GentiU  Philosophers.   6.  4. 14.  VOL 
1.  p.  580. 
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PrivUige.  Laws  relating  to  the  Habit  of 
the  Clergy.  6.  4.  15.  Vol.  1.  p. 
581. 

Not  to  read  Heretical  Books, 


but  upon  necessary  Occasions.    6. 3. 
4.  Vol.  1.535  to  538. 

Denying  their  name  and  cha- 


racter, to  be  deposed.     17.  5.    17. 
Vol.  6.  p.  509. 

Deserting  their  Station,  to  for- 


feit their  Estates  to  the  Church.     5. 
4.  12.  Vol.  l.p.  477. 

Dying  without  Heirs,  their  Es- 


tates to  fall  to  the  Church.    5.  4. 9. 
Vol.  1.  p.  474. 

In  some  Churches  lived  all  in 


Common.     5.  6.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  492. 
Voluntary  poverty  chosen  by 


some  of  the  Clergy.    6.  2.  8.  Vol.  1. 
p-617. 

No  Law  to  compel  the  Clergy 


to  part  with  their  temporal  Posses- 
sions.  6.  2.  9.  Vol.  1.  p.  518. 

Not  allowed  to  grow  Rich  out 


of  the  Church  Revenues.     Ibid, 

See  more  in  the  Contents  of  Book  IV.  5. 
6.  1 7.  which  treat  of  Matters  relating 
to  the  Clergy, 

Clerici.  A  Name  for  the  Inferior  Or- 
ders of  the  Clergy.  1.  5.  9.  Vol.  1. 
p.  37. 

Clydomeni  and  Clydonixomeni.  Ener- 
gumens  vexed  with  evil  Spirits.  18. 
4.  13.  Vol.  6.  p.  599.  See  XhixuKS- 
|ACvo(and  Hyemantes. 

Clinick  Baptism.  In  what  cases  al- 
lowed. 1 1.  1 1 .  5.  Vol.  3.  p.  275.  to 
278. 

Ciinichs,  not  to  be  ordained.  4.  3.  1 1 . 
Vol.  1.  p.  169. 

Cloaca,  The  Font.  8.7.4.  Vol.  2.  p. 
174. 

Cloca,  A  Bell.  8.  7.  15.  Vol.  2.  p. 
193. 

Clothing,  promiscuous  of  Men  and  Wo- 


men censured.     16. 11.  16.  Vol..  6. 
p.  395.  396. 

Cloisters  of  the  Church.  8.  3.  5.  Vol.  2. 
p.  121. 

Coadjutors.     2.  13.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  135. 

Ctelicolet.  A  mongrel  Sect  between 
Jews  and  Christians.     16.  6.  2.  Vol. 

6.  p.  242. 

Camiteria,  Burying  Places.  8.  1.9. 
Vol.  2.  p.  88.  89.  It.  23.  1.  1.  VoL 

7.  p.  209. 

Casnobit€B»  A  name  of  Monks.  7.  2. 
3.     Vol.  2.  p.  10. 

CohortaUs.  Apparitors  of  Judges,  not 
to  be  ordained.  .4.  4.  3.  Vol.  1.  p. 
377. 

Coin.  Falsifiers  of  it  how  punished.  16. 
12.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  414. 

ColUct<K.  Collects.  15.  1.  4.  Vol.  5.  p. 
191. 

Collegiati.     16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  232. 

Colligere  Orationem,     See  Collects. 

Collyridians.     2.  22.  7.  Vol.  1 .  p.  254. 

Collobium.     6.  4.  20.  Vol.  1.  p.  589. 

Conies,  sive  Lectionarium.  The  Calendar 
of  Lessons.  14.  3.  3.  Vol.  5.  p.  48. 
to  53. 

Commendationes.    Prayers  so  called.  15. 

1.  4.  Vol.  5.  p.  193.    It.  23.  3,  11. 
Vol.  7.  p.  339. 

Commendatory  Letters  given  to  Stran- 
gers. 17.  3.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  471.     It. 

2.  4.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  77. 

Communio  Eeclesiastica,  17.  1.  1. 
Vol.  6.  p.  448. 

Laica.     15.  5.  1.  Vol.  5.  p. 


344.  It.  17.  2. 1.  Vol.  6.  p.  454. 

Peregrina.     5.  1.  3.  Vol.  1.  p. 


420.  It.  15.  5.  1.  Vol.  5.  p.  345. 
It.  17.  3.  1.  &LC.  per  tot.  cap.  Vol.  6. 
p.  466.  &c. 

Prasanet^atarum,    15. 4. 12. 


Vol.  5*  p.  328.  to  330.    It.  15.  6. 
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I.  Vol.  5.  n.  346.     Vid.  Mitta  and 
Prtaaneti^ta, 

Ccmmunio.  How  different  Churches 
maintained  Catholic  Communion,  one 
with  another,  in  Faith,  Worship, 
Discipline,  &c.  16. 1.  -8  and  9.  10. 

II.  li.  13.    Vol.  6.    p.  36  to  48. 

Communion  not  to  be  broken  for  Differ- 
ence of  Ceremonies  in  different 
Churches.  16.  1. 10.  Vol.  6.  p.  38. 
Ibid.  16.  1.  15.p.  50.  to  55. 

In  both  Kinds  given  to  all.  15. 


5.  1.  Vol.  5.  p.  343. 


—  In  one  Kind  only  reckoned  Sa- 
crilege.    16.  6.  S7.  Vol.  6.  p.  283. 

Every  Lord'i'Day,  and  Twice 

or  Thrice  a  Week,  and  every  Day  in 
some  Churches.  15.  9. 1.  Vol.  5.  p. 
451.  and  15.  9.  4.  p.  456.  &c.  It. 
9.  8.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.431. 


— —  When  first  reduced  to  Three 
Tmies  a  Year.  15.  9.  5.  Vol.  5.  p. 
463. 

—  When  to  once  a  Year.  15.  9. 
6.  Vol.  5.  p.  464. 


What  attempt  was  made  at  the 

Reformation  to  restore  frequent  Com' 
munion.     15. 9.  7.  Vol.  5.  p.  465. 

Weekly  Communions  among  the  Monks. 
7. 3.  17.  Vol.  2.  p.  52. 

Communion-Cup  of  Glass,  Wood.  Sil- 
ver, &c.  8.  6.  21,  Vol.  2.  p.  162. 

Commiunion- Plate  sold  to  redeem  Cap- 
tives and  relieve  the  Poor.  5.  6.  6. 
Vol.  l.p.  493.  494. 

Communion-Cloth,  8.  6.  21  .Vol.  2.  p. 
161. 


The  people  allowed  to  commu- 

nieate  standing  at  the  Altar.     8.  6. 
7.  Vol.  2.  p.  144. 

Conmunicative  Ufe  among  the  Monks ; 
how  distinguished  from  the  Renun- 
ciative Life.  7.  3. 9.  Vol.  2.  p.  38. 
39. 


Life  among  die  Clefgy.  &•  6. 4. 

Vol.  l.p.  401. 

Community  of  Goods,  as  taught  by  He- 
retics, censured.  16.  12. 1.  VoL6. 
p.  397.  398. 

Community  of  Wives  ceasnied.  22. 1. 
1.  VoL7.p.a04. 

Commutation  of  Penance  allowed.  16. 
3.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  lie. 

Competentet,  An  Order  of  Cateelu- 
mens,  the  immediate  candidates  of 
Baptism.    10.  2.  6.  VoL  3.  p.  16. 

Prayers  for  the  Competentet,  1 4. 

5.  9.  Vol.  5.  p.  167.  168. 

Computation  of  Eatter.  See  CyeU  and 
Eatter, 

Conrhula  Bematit,  8.  6.  9.  Vol.  2.  p. 
146. 

ConeiHa,  Coneiiiabula,  and  Gmvoiti- 
eula,  ancient  Names  of  Churches.  8. 
1.  7.Vol.2.p.84.85. 

ConetiAinage  condemned.  16.  11.  5. 
Vol.  6.  p.  369  to  371. 

In  what  sense  allowed.    11. 


5.  11.  Vol.  3.  p.  196.  197.     It.  16. 
11.5.  Vol.6,  p.  371. 

They,   who  marry  ConeuHneh 


not  to  be  ordained.     4.  4.7.  Vol.  1. 
p.  381. 

Confessio,  A  Church  taking  its  Name 
ft'om  some  Confessor  or  Martyr.  8. 
I.  8.  Vol.  2.  p.  86, 

Confeuion  of  Sins,  how  far  required  in 
Baptism.     11.7.  14.  Vol.  3.  p.  237. 

-Auricular  Confession   not  im- 


posed.     15.  8.  6.  Vol.  5.  p.  424.  It. 
18.  3.  2.  Vol.  6.  p.  551  to  556. 

Private  Confession  required  in 


some  Cases.     18.   3.  5.  Voh  6.  p. 
562.  563. 


at  Morning  Prayer.     14.  I.  1. 


Vol.  5.  p.  3. 
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C0f|/enion.  Psalm  of  ConfttHon,  13. 
10.  13.  Vol.  4.  p.  272. 

ComJimuUion,  no  Sacrament  distinct  from 
Baptism.  12.  1.4.  Vol.  3.  p.  291.  to 
295. 


How  far  necessary.  12.  3.  7. 


Vol.  3.  p.  319.  320.  321. 


The   Office  of  Buhops.  9.  6. 

18.  Vol.  2.  p.  389.  It.  12.2. 1.  Vol. 
3.  p.  297. 

Bishops  to  confirm  in  Country 


Churches.  9.  6.  22.  Vol.  2.  p.  401. 

ministred   by   Presbyters    in 

some  Cases.  12. 2.2.  Vol.  3.  p.  301. 
302. 


Ministred   immediately   after 

Baptism.    12.  1.  1.  Vol.  3.  p.  286. 


Ministred  to  Infants.  12.  1.  2, 

Vol.  3.  p.  288.  289. 

Caryuren  censured.  16.  5.  7.  Vol.  6.  p. 
235. 

Consanguinity,  Persons  not  to  marry 
within  the  prohibited  Degrees  thereof. 
22.  2.  3.  Vol.  7.  p.  224.225.  See, 
Incest, 

CofLKrratum  of  Churches.  SeeCAurc^. 

Of  Water  in  Baptism  made 

by  Prayer.   11.  10.  1.  Vol.  3.  p. 
260. 


Of  the   Eiichariii    made  by 

Prayer.   15.  3.   11.  12.  Vol.  5.  p. 
250.251. 

Of  the  Eucharist f  in  what  sense 

allowed  to  Deacons.  2.  20.  8.  Vol. 
1.  p.  219.  to  222. 


Of  Virgins.  7.  4.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 

68.  69.     See  Virgins, 

Of  Ministers.     See  Ordination, 


Cimsistentes,  Co-standers,  the  Fourth 
Order  of  Penitents.  8.  5.  5.  Vol.  2. 
p.  133.  It.  18.  1.  6.  Vol.  6.  p. 
536. 

Consistory  of    Bishop  and   Presbyters. 


2.  19.  8.  and  II.  Vol.  1.  p.  193. 
and  198. 

Constantine's  Munificence  in  Building 
Churches.  8.  2.  3.  Vol.  2. p.  111. 

Conventieula,  Churches  so  called.  8. 
1.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  84. 

Copiate,  Officers  taking  care  of  Fune- 
rals. 3.  8.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  299.  It. 
23.  3.  7.  Vol.  7.  p.  333. 

Corhan,  The  Treasury  of  the  Church. 
5.4.  2.  Vol.  l.p.  467. 

Cor-Episcopi,  A  Name  of  the  Arch- 
deacon. 2,  21.  10.  Vol.  1.  p.  245. 

Corn,  allowed  annually  to  the  Cleigy 
out  of  the  Emperor's  Exchequer. '  5. 
4.  7.  Vol.  l.p.  473. 

Corona  CUricalis.  6.  4.|17.  Vol.  1.  p. 
583. 

Funeralist     Not   used    among 

Christians.  23.  8.  9.  Vol.  7.  p.  337. 

Nuptialis,  22,  4.  6.  Vol.  7.  p. 

372.  373. 

-Tresbyterii,  2.  19.  6.  Vol.  l.p. 


192. 


100. 


■Sacerdotalis,  2.  9.  4.  Vol.  1.  p. 

The  Form  of  saluting  Bishops, 

per  Coronaau    Ibid, 

Virginum,  7.  4.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 


70. 

Coronas  Oblationum,  The  Communion- 
Loaves.  15.  2.  6.  VoL  5.  p.  213. 

Coronati,  Clergymen.  3.  11.  4.  Vol. 
l.p.  314. 

Heathen    Idolaters    wearing 

Garlands.    How  censured.  16.  4.  8. 
Vol.  6.  p.  188. 

Coronati  Dies,  8.  5.  1.  Vol.  9.  p.  129. 

Corporal  Punishment  of  the  Inferior 
Clergy  and  Monks  instead  of  Ex- 
communication. 7.  3.  12.  Vol.  2.  p. 
43.     It.   16.  3.  1 1 .  Vol.  6.  p.  155. 
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It  17.  4. 12.  Vol.  6.  p.  485.  to  487. 

Corporalion-Men  not  to  be  ordained.  4. 
4.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  377. 

Cmuin-Germaru  allowed  to  marry  one 
with  another.  16.  11.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
366.  to  369.  It.  22.  2.  3.  Vol.  7. 
p.  225. 

Cov€tousnest,  how  censored.  16.  14.  3. 
Vol.  6.  p.  446. 

Court,  Bishops  not  to  appear  at  Court 
without  the  Emperor's  leave.  6.  4. 
7.  VoL  1.  p.  568. 

CcunciU,    See  Synods. 

Cnature.  No  Worship  paid  to  the 
Creature  in  the  ancieot  Church.  13. 
3.  1.  Vol.  4.  p.  63.  to  66, 


Swearing  by  the  Creatures  cen- 
sured. 16.  7.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  315.  It. 
6.  2.  10.  Vol.  l.p.521. 

Creed,  The  Rule  of  Faith.   16.  1.  1. 
Vol.  6.  p.  4. 

Chiefly  used  in  Baptbm.  10. 


4.  17.  Vol.  3.  p.  90. 


— — —  When  first  the  Creed  was  taken 
in  to  be  a  Part  of  the  daily  Liturgy. 
14.  2.  8.  Vol.  5.  p.  38.  It.  15.  3. 
26.  Vol.  5.  p.  285.  It.  10.  4.  17. 
Vol.  3.  p.  91. 


Every  Bishop  had  Power  to 

frame  his  own  Cre^,  keeping  to  the 
Analogy  of  the  common  Faith.  2.  6. 
2.  Vol.  l.p.  85. 

Why  called  Symbolwn,  Canmi, 

Regula  Fidei,  Mathema,  vpa^»),  &c. 
10.  3.  1.  and  2.  3.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  50. 
to  55. 


Collection  of  the  ancient  Creeds, 


10.4.  1.  Vol.  3.  p.  65. 


Origin  of  the   Apostles*  Creed. 


10.3.5.  Vol.  3.  p.  55,  &c. 


3.  p.  85. 


Nicene  Creed.    10.  4.  14.  Vol. 


Athanasiatt'Creed,      10.  4.  18. 


Vol.  3.  p.  93. 


I  Criniti  Fratm.  Monks  with  long  hair 
censured.  7.  3. 6.  VoL  2.  p.  33. 

Crimen  and  Peeeatvm,  How  distin- 
guished by  St,  Atutin.  6.  1.  3.  VoL 
1.  p.  505.  It.  16.  3.  14.  Vol.  6.  p. 
164. 

Criminal  Causes  of  the  Clergy  in  great 
Matters,  brought  before  the  Civil 
Magistrate.  5. 2. 12.  Vol.  I.  p.  434. 

Cronus.  The  Name  of  a  Jewish  Tem- 
ple. 16.  6.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  248. 

CroM,  Sign  of  the  Cron  used  in  making 
Catechumens,  10. 1.  3.  Vol.  3.  p.  5. 

Ako  frequently  in  the  Rites  of 

Baptism.  11.  9.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  255. 
and  11.  10.  3.  Vol.  3.  p.  263. 264. 

Hands  lift  up  in  the  Form  of 

a  Cross  in  Prayer.  13.  8.  10.  Vol.  4. 
p.  219.  220. 

Sign  of  the  Cross  used  inthe  Con- 
secration of  the  Emeharist,  15.  3.  7. 
Vol.  5.  p.  242. 

And  in  the  Ordination  of  Pres- 
byters. 2.  19.  17.  Vol.  1.  p.  207.  It. 
4.6.  12.  Vol.  l.p.  403. 


Crosses  of  Wood  worn  by  some 

Monks  out  of  Ignorance  and  Super- 
stition.   7.  3.  6.  VoL  2.  p.  35. 


When  first  set  upon  the  Altar. 


8.6.  20.  VoL  2.  p.  160. 

Cubicula,  Cells  for  Reading  the  Bible, 
&c.  in  the  Church.  8.  5.  8  Vol  2.  p 
137. 

Cuculli,  Monks'  Cowls.  7.  3.  6.  Vol. 
2.  p.  34. 

Cucumellum,  A  Silver  Flaggon.  8.  6. 
21.  VoL  2.  p.  163. 

Ciildees.  7, 3. 14.  VoL  2.  p.  45. 

Cupf  in  thejCommunion,  g^en  to  all  per- 
sons. 15.  5.  1.  Vol.  5.  p.  342.  See 
Communion  in  one  and  both  Kinds. 

Cups  of  Glass,  Wood,  Silver,  &c.  8.  6. 
21.  Vol.  2.  p.  162. 
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Curial  Offices  not  impoied  upon  the 
Clergy.  5.  3. 14.  Vol.  1.  p.  458. 

CuriaUt,  not  to  be  ordained.  4.  4.  4. 
Vol.  1.  p.  377. 

Not  to  become  Monks.  7.  3. 1. 


Vol.  2.  p.  28. 

Curut  tradi.  What  kind  of  Punishment. 
17.  2.8.  Vol  6.  p.  462. 

CuTtoret  EecUtue.  8.  7.  15.  Vol.  2.  p. 
190. 

Cumu  EeeUtiaiHeui.  The  Form  of 
Divine  Service.  13.  1.  7.  Vol.  4.  p. 
18. 

Curtta  Publiaa,  5.  3.  10.  Vol.  1.  p. 
453. 

Curtualet  Equi.  Ibid. 

Ctutonu  of  the  Universal  Church  to  be 
received  by  all.  16.  1.  12.  Vol.  6. 
p.  44.  45. 

Of  every  Particular  Church  to 

be  submitted  to  by  all  its  Members. 
16.  1.  6.V0I.6.  p.  25. 

Custades  Ixelesue,  3.  13.  2.  Vol.  1.  p. 
322. 

C^utodes  Locorutn  Sanctorum,  Ibid. 

Ctutoi  Archiwrwn,  3.  13.  3.  Vol.  1.  p. 
324. 

Cycle  of  Easter.  20.  5.  4.  Vol.  7.  p. 
79. 

Cypnu,  Its  ancient  Liberties  and  Inde- 
pendency. 2.  18.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  185. 
It.  9.  2.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.  308. 

D 

AAIMONIZOMENOI.  Demoniacs.  3. 
4.  6.  Vol.  l.p.  286. 

Dalmatica.  6.  4.  20.  Vol.  1.  p.  589. 
It.  13.  8.  2.  Vol.  4.  p.  208. 

Dancing.  Lascivious  Dancing  censured. 
16.  11.  15.  Vol.  6.  p.  393. 

Deacons,  One  of  the  Sacred  Orders  of 
the  Church.  2. 20.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  212. 
213. 

VOL.    IX. 


— —  In  what  lema  called  Priesta 
by  Optatus.  2.  19.  15.  Vol.  1.  p. 
203.  IL  2.  20.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  213. 


Commonly  distinguished  from 

Priests  and  Presbyters  by  the  Name 
of  vtriipiTai,  Mmistri  and  LemUt*  2« 
20.  2.  Vol.  l.p.  214. 

Form  of  Ordaining  Deacons. 


2.  20.  3.  VoL  l.p.  216. 


To  take  Care  of  the  Utensils  of 

the  Altar.  2.  20.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  216. 


-^— -  To  recite  the  names  of  such  as 
made  Oblations  at  the  Altar.  2.  20. 
5.  Vol.  1.  p.  216.  217.  It.  15.  2.  4. 
Vol.  5.  p.  206. 


To  read  the  Gospel.  2.  20.  6. 


Vol.  1.  p.  217.  It.  14.  3.  4.  Vol.  6. 
p.  53. 


In  what  sense    to   offer  the 

Bread  and  Wine  in  the  Eueharitt.  2. 
20.  7.  VoL  1.  p.  218. 


Not  to  consecrate  the  Euduxristp 

nor  minister  it  to  a  Presbyter.  2.  20. 
7  and  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  219.  220. 

Allowed  to  baptize.    2.  20.  9. 


Vol.  1.  p.  222. 


To  bid  Prayers  in  the  Church » 


and  direct  the  People  in  all  solemn 
Offices.  2.  20.  10.  Vol.  l.p.  223  to 
225.  It.  15.  1.  2.  and  3.  Vol.  5.  p. 
181  to  190.  It.  15.  3.  5.  Vol.  5. 
p.  240.  and  15.  3.  30.  Vol.  5.  p. 
283.  It.  15.  6. 1.  Vol.  5.  p.  389. 


—  To  dismiss  the  People  with 
the  solemn  Form  of  Words,  airoXtnff" 
de  Iv  hprivfi,  Gain  Peace.  15.  6* 
4.  Vol.  5.  p.  391. 

To  preach  in  the  Absence  of 

Presbyters.  2.  20.  11.  Vol.  1.  p. 
225.  It.  14.  4.  1.  and  2.  Vol.  5.  p. 
78.  79. 

Allowed  to  suspend  the  Infe- 
rior Clergy,  and  to  absolve  Peni* 
tents  in  Cases  of  Necessity.  2. 20. 12. 
Vol.  l.p.  226.  It.  19.  3.  3.  VoL  6. 
p.  640. 

F 
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DidimarU.  16.  6.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  332. 

Digamuts;  excluded  from  Ordination. 
4.5.  1.  Vol.  l.p.  382. 

What     D^mtftf    excluded 

from  Communion.  15.  4.  18.  Vol.  5. 
p.  337. 

JHmmory     Letters,  granted    by    the 
Biabop.  2.  4.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  77. 

Letters  granted  by  the  Chort- 


piteopi.  2.  14.  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  141. 


— —  Letters  necessary  for  the  Clergy 
removing  from  one  Diocese  to  ano- 
ther. 16.  4.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  562.  It. 
17.5.  12.  Vol.  6.  p.  503  ;  and  17. 5. 
40.  Vol.  6.  p.  526. 

Dinothut,  Abbot  of  Bangor,  His  fa- 
mous Defence  of  the  liberties  of  the 
Britannic  Church  against  Austin  the 
Monk.  2.  18.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  186.  It. 
9.  1.11.  Vol.  2.  p.  273. 

DioeeMan  Episcopacy,  proved  from  the 
ancient  Canons.  9.  6.  2.  Vol.  2.  p. 
399. 

DioRceiana  EccUsia,  put  for  Parish- 
Church.  8.  1.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  96. 
It.  9.  8.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  423. 

Diocete,  taken  for  a  Patriarchal  District. 
9.1.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  279. 

When  first  applied  to  Episcopal 


Sees.  9.  2.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  282. 

St.  Austin  s  Diocese  Forty  Miles 


long.  9.  2.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  286. 


Theodoret's  Diocese  had   Four 

hundred   Parishes  in  it.  9.  2.    14. 
Vol.  2.  p.  312. 


Several  Cities  in  one  Dioctte, 


9.  4.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  342. 


St.   Basil's  Diocese   had   fifty 

Charepiscopi  in  it.     9.  3.  2.   Vol.  2. 
p.  324. 


In  what  sense  the  whole  World 

but  one  Diocese.     2.  5.  2.  Vol.  1.  p. 
82. 


No  Clerk  to  leave  his  own  Di- 

oetH  without  Licence  from  his  Bishop. 


6.  4.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  66S.    lU  17.  $. 
12.  Vol.  6.  p.  503.  tnd  526. 

Dioceses  anciently  called  Paroehiit,  9. 
2.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  2Q1. 

The  Thirteen  'of  the   Roman 

Empire.  9.  1.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  255  to 
257. 

—  Mqjores,  In  the  Council  of  .ifiei, 

explained.  9.  1.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  278. 

Conformed  to  the  limiti  of  a 


Roman  City.  9.   2.  3.  Vol.  3.  p. 

284. 


Not  generally  so  large  in  Na- 


tions of  the  first  Conversion,  as  in  the 
middle  Ages  of  the  Church.  9.  2.  4. 
Vol.  2.  p.  285. 

Large  Dioceses  to  be  dhrided 

9.6.  16.  Vol.2,  p.  387. 


Not    to    be  divided    without 

Leave  from  the  Primate.  17.  5.  87. 
Vol.  6.  p.  524. 


Four  Hundred  Diocesta  in  Anm 


Minor,  9.  3.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  321. 


Three    Hundred 


in 


Italy.  9.  5.  1.  VoL  2.  p.  352-  &c 

In  Italy  confined  to  the  Walls 

of  small  Cities.  9.  8.  Conclus.  Vol. 
2.  p.  435. 

No  Clerk  to  hold  Benefices  in 


two  Dioceses.     6. 4. 8.  Vol.  1 .  p.  569. 
570.     See  PluralUies. 

Dipping,  used  in  Baptism.  11.  11.  4. 
Vol.  3.  p.  273. 

Thrice.  11.  11.  6.  Vol.  3.  p. 


278. 


Diptychs.  An  Account  of  them.  15. 
3.*  17.  Vol.  5.  p.  274.  IL  16.  3.  12. 
Vol.  6.  p.  156. 


Read   in   the   Ambon    of  the 

Church.     8.  5.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  132* 

Erasing  a  Man's  Name  out  of 


the  Diptychsp  the  same  as  Excommu- 
nication after  Death.  16.  3.  12. 
Vol.  6.  p.  157. 
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DqHyeJb.  Reitonng  a  Mtn'i  Name  to 
the  Dipijfehi  the  nme  as  Absolution 
after  Death.  19.  3. 11.  Vol.  6.  p. 
637. 

DueipliM  of  the  Chnrch,  a  mere  Spirit- 
nal  power.    16.  2.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  63. 


Sometimes  assisted  by  the  Sec- 
ular Power.  Ibid.  p.  63.  64.  It.  17. 
2.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  461. 


■  Yet  never  so  far  as  to  proceed 
to  shedding  of  Blood.  16. 2. 4.  Vol. 
6.  p.  69.  &c  It  2. 4. 4.  Vol.  l.p.  76. 


Infringes  no  man's  Natural  or 

Civil  Rights,  or  the  Magistrate's 
Power.  16.  2,  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  77.  It. 
2.  4.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  75. 


-— —  But  consists  in  Admonition, 
Suspension,  Excommunication,  &c. 
16.  2.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  79. 


■ —  Corporal  Punishment  a  part  of 
Discipline  for  Inferiors  and  Minors. 
7.  3.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  42.  It.  16.  3. 
II.  Vol.  6.  p.  155.  It.  17.  4.  12. 
Vol.  6.  p.  485. 


-—  Of  the  Clergy,  how  different 
from  that  of  the  Laity.  17. 1,  l.&c. 
Vol.  6.  p.  448. 

Chiefly  managed  by  the  Bishop. 


19.  3.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  640. 

—M  Bishops  liable  to  be  deposed 

for  Neglect  of  Disciplim.     17. 5. 36. 
Vol.  6.  p.  523. 

— ^  See  Excommunication,  AnathS' 
ma,  Sutpension,  Degrading,  Commu- 
nio  Laica,  and  Communio  Percgrina, 

Diteaset,  not  to  be  cured  by  Charms,Amu' 
Uti,  Phylacteries,  Ligatures,  &c.  16. 
5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  226  to  232. 

Dimembring  the  Body,  censured  as  a 
lower  Degree  of  Murder.  16. 10. 7. 
Vol.  6.  p.  346. 

.  It  unqualifies  Men  for  Orders. 

4.  3.  9.  Vol.  1.  p.  367. 

Divalis  Lex,  and  ConstUutiones  DivaUs, 
The  Emperor's  Edicts.  8.1.3.  Vol. 
2.  p.  79. 


DMnaHon,  and  the  lereral  Kinds  of  it 
censured.  16.  5.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  213. 
to  217. 

Divining,  by  Dreams  censured.  16. 5. 
4.  Vol.  6.  p.  222. 

Divinity  of  Christ.  A  Sermon  on 
the  Sense  of  the  primitive  Churcb 
concerning  it,  in  Opposition  to  Pho- 
tinianism,  Arianism,  Sabellianism, 
and  Tritheism.  Vol.  8.  from  p.  337 
to  361. 

Dtvifio  Menntra,  The  Monthly  Di- 
vidend of  the  Clergy.  5.  4.  3.  Vol. 
I.  p.  468. 

Divorce,  Lawful  in  Case  of  Fornication. 
22.  5.  1.  Vol.  7.  p.  278. 

■  Allowed  for  other  Crimes  by 
the  Civil  Law.  22.  5.  3.  Vol.  7.  p. 
284. 

^— -  Whether  a  person  might  many 
after  a  lawful  Divorce.  22.  2.  12. 
Vol.  7.  p.  234. 

.  Marrying  after  unlawfiyl  Di- 
vorce how  censured.  16.  11.  6. 
Vol.  6.  p.  371  to  376. 

■  They,  who  marry  Women  di- 

vorced, not  to  be  ordained.     4.  4.  7. 
Vol.  1.  p.  381. 

They,  who  divorce  themselves 

from  their  Wives,  not  to  be  ordained. 
4.  6.4.  Vol.  l.p.  388. 

Doctor  Audientium.  The  Catechitt,  3. 
10.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  307. 

Dogma.  An  ancient  Name  for  the 
Christian  Religion.  1.1.9.  Vol.  1 . 
p.  8. 

AoXofUrpai.  They,  who  use  Fraud  in 
Measure,  censured.  16.  12. 17.  Vol. 
6.  p.  420.  to  423. 

Dolus  mains.  16.  12.  14.  Vol.  6.  p. 
413. 

Dome.  The  Name  of  a  Church.  8. 1 . 
2.  Vol.  2.  p.  78. 

Dominiea    Nova.     Dominica  in   Alhis. 
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no  Sundakf  9it»T  EatUr.    30.6.12. 
.  Vol.  7.  p.  93. 94. 

Dominicum,     Its  several  Significations. 
8.  1.2.  Vol.  2.  p.  77. 

Dmnui  Divina.    The    Emperor's   Pa- 
.  lace.  6.  3.  9.  Vol.  7.  p.  453. 

.  .  ■  Divina,  Domus  Dei,  and  Do- 
mui  EeeUsm.  How  they  differed. 
8. 1.  3.  Vol.  2.  p.  79.  80. 

Columba,    The  Church.    8.  1. 


2.  Vol.  2.  p.  79. 
Donaria,    8.  8.  I.  Vol.  2.  p.  195. 

f)oorkeepen.     Their  Order  instituted  in 
the  Third  Century.     3. 6.  1.  Vol.  1. 
•  p.  293. 

■  Deaconesses  to  be  Doorkeepers 

at  the  Women's  Gate.    2.  22.  12. 
Vol.  1.  p.  257. 

^pov.  A  Name  of  Baptism.  11.  1. 
10.  Vol.  3.  p.  121. 

Dotalia  InstrumeHta,  Dowry  Instru- 
ments, how  far  necessary  to  a  legal 
Marriage.  22.  3.  7.  and  9.  Vol.  7, 
p.  254.  to  258.  It.  11.  5.  11. 
Vol.  3.  p.  196. 

Golden  Doves,  Of  what  use  in  the 
Church.  8.  6.  19.  Vol.  2.  p.  158. 
159.   It.  15.  4.  11.  Vol.  5.  p.  327. 

Doxologies.  An  Account  of  them.  14. 
2.  1.  Vol.  5.  p.  24. 

— -  To  the  whole  Trinity.  13.2. 
1.  Vol.  4.  p.  30.  31.  &c.  It.  15.  3. 
24.  Vol.  5.  p.  283. 

Doxologia  Major f  viz.  Gloria  in  exceUis. 
&c.  14.  2.  2.  Vol.  5.  p.  29.  30. 

^— —  Minor,  viz.  Gloria,  Patri,  Fi- 
Uo,  &c.  14.  2.  1.  Vol.  5.  p.  24  to 
29. 

Dreams.  Divination  made  upon  them 
censured.  16.  5.  4.jVoL  6.  p.  222. 
223.  224. 

Dromical  Figure  of  Churches.  8.  3.  1 
Vol.2,  p.  117. 

D  iingus,   Drungarius,     7.  3.  21.  Vol. 
r2.  p.  58. 


Dnmkmmm,  t  CruM  for  wbkk  IIm 
Clergy  nughi  be  degraded.  6«  2. 5. 
.  Vol.  1.  p.  508. 

And   the  Luty  excommani- 


cated.  16.  11.  13.  Vol.  6.  p.  389. 
390. 

Dueenaru.6.  4.  9.  Vol.  1.  p. 572, 

Dumb  Persons ;  allowed  to  be  baptned 
in  some  Cases.  11.  5.  2.  Vol.  3.  p. 
179. 

■  ■  Persons;  admitted  to  PenaBce 
and  Absolution  in  the  same  Circum- 
stances.  Ibid* 

Duumvirate.  The  Office  of  Heathen 
City  Magistrates,  not  to  be  taken  by 
a  Christian  because  of  the  Idolatry 
that  attended  it  16.  4. 9.  Vol.  6.  p. 
189.  190. 


East.  PraViko  toward  the  EasL  13. 
8.  15.  Vol.  4.  p. 226  to  229. 

Turning  to  the   Eatt  in  the 


Covenant  of  Baptism.  1 1.  7. 4.  Vol. 
3.  p.  222. 223. 

Churches  built  to  the  East.  8. 


3.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  119. 

Easter-Festival  how  observed.  20.  5.  6. 
Vol.  7.  p.  85. 

Easter,  a  solemn  Time  of  Baptism.  11. 
6.  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  206. 

Time  of  Easter  to  be  calculated 


by   the   Metropolitans.   2.    16.   21. 
Vol.  1.  p.  163. 

Differences  about  the  Time  of 


keeping  Easter,  20.  5.  4.  Vol.  7.  p. 
79.  80.  &c.  See  Paschal-FesXivnl, 

Ecelesia  and  'EKK\rf(ria*Triptov.  The 
Difference  between  them.  8.  1.  1. 
Vol.  2.  p.  76. 

Matrix  and  Diocesana  how  dis- 


tinguished. 8.  1.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  95. 
96. 

Keelesiastict.  In  what  sense  that  name 
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giWB  to  all  Chriftiaiift  1. 1*  8.  Vol. 
1.  p.  8. 

EceUiUutieal  Causes,  not  to  be  tried  in 
secular  Courts.  5.  2.  5.  Vol.  1.  p. 
429. 

*Eyyarptiiv9oi.  1 6. 5. 4.  Vol.  6.  p.  222. 

*EKarovTapxtu»  A  Sort  of  Divinen 
censured.  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  231. 
232. 

'Esarordt.  Usury  at  twelve  in  the 
Hundred  condemned.  6.  2.  6.  Vol. 
l.p.  510.  511. 

'EkSucoi.  l)efentoTt.3,  11.  5.  Vol.  1.  p 
316.  "^ 

' MKKHipvmiv,  Excommnnicare»  16.  2. 
8.  Vol.  6.  p.  82. 

'EKicXiiauKiucoi.  Defpuori,  3.  11.  5. 
Vol.  1.  p.  315. 

'EsXtKTbi.  A  Name  given  to  Christians 
in  general.  1.  1.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  1. 
and  2. 

'EkXiktuv  UXtKrdrtpoi,  A  Name  of 
the  Primitive  Asutict.  7.  1.  6.  Vol. 
2.  p.  9. 

'EKrvTrwucrra.  Symbolical  Representa- 
tions hung  up  in  Churches.  8.  8.  2. 
Vol.  2.  p.  195. 

EUeseam.  Heretics,  who  altered  the 
Form  of  Baptism.  11.  3.  6.  Vol.  3. 
p.  142. 

Electi.  A  Particular  Order  of  Cate- 
chumens. 10.  2.  5.  Vol.  3.  p.  16. 

Electionf,  of  the  Clergy  made  various 
Ways.  4.  1.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  329  to 
336. 


oBeoiitof  tham.  4.  2.  17*  Vol.  1. 
p.  353. 

By  the  Bishops  and  Optimates, 


excluding  the  Inferior  People.  4. 2i 
18.  Vol.  1.  p.  354. 

By  the  Emperors  alone.  4.  2. 


16.  Vol  1.  p.  353. 

"  How  Elections  cataie  to  be  de- 


volved upon  Patrons  and  Princes.  4. 
2.  19.  Vol.  1.  p.  355. 

Eleetar$  of  the  Clergy  to  testify  upon 
oath  for  their  Qualifications.  4.  3. 
2.  Vol.  1.  p.  358. 

Also  to  testify -upon  Oath,  that 

they  chose  them  freely  without  any 
Simoniacal  Contract.  4.  3.  14.  Vol. 
1.  p.  373.   See  Simony. 

Embalming  the  Dead,  much  used  by 
Christians.  23.  2. 5.  Vol.  7.  p.  316. 

Chiefly  by    the  Egyptiaru  in 


their  Gabbara  or  Mummiet.  23.  4.  8. 
Vol.  7.  p.  367.  368. 

'EfipdrriQ,  The  Fountain  before  the 
Church.  8.  3.  6.  Vol.2,  p.  122. 

Ember-Weeks  their  Original.  4.  6.  6. 
Vol.  1.  p.  397.  It.  21.  2.  1.  VoL  7. 
p.  186. 

'HfiioXiai.  Usury  at  Fifty  ptr  Cent 
condemned.  6.  2.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  511. 

Empercrt*  Birthdays  observed  as  Festi- 
vals. 21.  1.4.  Vol.  7.  p.  6. 

Throne  in  the  Church.  8.  6. 


By  Lots,  by  Revelation,  by 


Suffrage,  &c.  Ibid. 


Of  Bishops  made  by  the  joint 

Consent  of  the  Provincial  Bishops, 
Metropolitan,  Clergy,  and  People. 
4,2,  2.  Vol.  l.p.  339.  It.  17.  5.  3. 
Vol.  6.  p.  490.  491. 


By  the  Bishop's  choosing  three 

and  leaving  the   People  to  choose 


10.  Vol.  2.  p.  140. 

Emperors,  Not  allowed  to  sit  wilhin  the 
Rails  of  the  Altar.    Ibid, 

Put  off  their  Arms  and  Crown 

at  their  Entrance  into  the  Church. 
8.  6.  l.Vol.2.p*  129. 

Encania.  Dedication  of  Churches  ob- 
served as  an  annual  Festival.  8.  9. 
14.  Vol.  2.  p.  225.  It  20.  8.  1.  Vol. 
7.  p.  128. 

Energftmens.'VtTwoni  possessed  with  an 
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evil  Spirit,  not  to  be  oidtined.  4. 4. 
7.  VoL  I.  p.  381.  It.  17.  6.  3. 
Vol.  6.  p.  493. 

Capable  of  Baptism.  1 1.  6. 4; 


Vol.  3.  p.  184. 

■  Capable  of  the  Eucharist.  15. 


4.  16.  Vol.  5.  p.  335. 

Prayen  for  the  EDergumens. 


14.  6.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  164, 

V 

Their  Ezorcisiii  and  Station  in 


the  Church.  3. 4. 6. 7.  and  8.  Vol.  1. 
p.  285  to  288.  It.  8.  4.  3.  Vol.  2. 
p.  126. 

EnthrmutieusSermo,  2.  11. 10.  VoL  1. 
p.  123. 

Ikthmnittie^  EpistoUt.  2.  11.  10.  Vol. 
I.p.l23. 

'"EvBtunaffraX*  Diviners  censured.  16. 
5.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  224. 

£n«2^,  how  censured.  16. 14. 1.  VoL  6. 
p.  443.  444. 

'Eoprdt  OcoTcirrai.  8.  5.  1.  Vol.  2.  p. 
129. 

Ephphata.  10.  2. 13.  Vol.  3.  p.  86. 

'£iricXi|<r(c,  and  Trpoff^dtvtiaic*  InrO' 
cation  and  Bidding  Prayer,  how  they 
differed.  2.  20.  10.  Vol.  1 .  p.  224. 
It.  15.  U  3.  and  4.  Vol.  5.  p.  185 
to  195. 

Epiphany-Tetti^tl,  20.  4.  8.  Vol.  7.  p. 
66. 

Epiphany,  A  solemn  Time  of  Baptism 
in  some  Churches.  11.  6.  7.  VoL  3. 
p.  206.  &c.  It  20.  4.  8.  VoL  7.  p. 
66. 

Epiteopa.  A  Bishop's  Wife.  2.  22.  15. 
VoL  1.  p.  259. 

Epucopaey,  proved  from  ancient  Ca- 
nons. 9.  6.  20.  Vol.  2.  p.  399. 
See  Bishops, 


JB^NfOppiit  Epstotptnu^  *•  »m  Q«  vol*  1* 
p.  66. 

Epiaeopi  Monadu.  A  Complion  ia 
B^  for,  Ipd  MamaekU  7.  8.  14. 
Vol.  2.  p.  46. 

Epittolm  Cmionkm,  2.  4.  6.  VoL  1.  p. 
77. 


276. 


CUrkm.  3.   3*  8*  VoL  1.  p. 


Ctmmmdatmrit,  3. 4.5.  VoL  1. 


p.  77, 

-^»-  OmmsaiieaUrus,  or  cotyanricA 
4rvyy^&/t/iara*  Ibid*  It.  2.  11*  10. 
VoL  1.  p.  123. 


563. 


ic  6.  4. 4.  Vol.  1.  p. 


Dmistari^s,   AiroXvrucal,     2. 


4.  5.  VoL  1.  p.  77.  It.  6.  4.  4.  VoL 
1.  p.  563.  It  17.  5.  12.  VoL  6.  p. 
503. 

Eeelesi(utice,2. 4.9.  Vol.  1.  p. 


77. 


Enihromstiess,  2.  11.  10.  VoL 


1.  p.  122. 


FormaUt,  2.  4.  5.  Vol.  1.  p. 

77.  It.  5.  1.3.  VoL  l.p.  419. 

Pacific€.  Ibid.  p.  77. 

Sacne.  2.  16.  17.  VoL  1.  p* 


161. 


Synodicg.  Ibid.  It  2.  11.10. 

VoL  1.  p.  123.  It  2.  16.  17,  VoL  1. 
p.  161. 

SytUUiee,  5.  1.  3.  Vol.  l.p. 


419.  and  6.  4.  4.  VoL  1.  p.  563 


Tractoria.  2.  16.  17.  Vol.  1. 


A  Model  for  settling  a  primitive  I      454, 


p.  161. 

Equi  Canonici.    An  Imperial   Tax  ao 
called.  5.  3.  4.  Vol.  I.  p.  445. 


CurtuaUs,  5.  3.  10.  Vol.  1.  p. 


Diocesan  Episcopacy  in  all  Protes- 
tant Churches.  9. 8.  Conclus,  Vol.  2. 
p.  435  to  439. 


'E^^^iov.     Viaticum,  A  name  of  Bap- 
tism. 11.  1.  10.  VoL  3.  p.  122. 
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'E^iop.  VkUieuwu  A  name  for  the 
Eucharitt.  15.  4.  9.  Vol.  5.  p.  323. 
It.  18.  4.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  679.  680. 

'E^^/iviov  The  response  made  in  the 
close  of  a  Verse  in  Psalmody.  14.  1. 
12.  Vol  6 p.  16. 

Espousali.  The  Diflerence  between 
Espousab  and  Marriage.  22.  3.  1. 
Vol.  7.  p.  245. 


"  The  Manner  and  Ceremonies 

observed  in   Espousals.  22.    3.  3, 
VoL  7.  p.  248.  to  266. 

Stfuopiek  Chnrch.  The  Custom  of 
putting  off  the  Shoes  at  going  into 
Church  still  observed  in  the  EthUfpie 
Churches.  8.  10.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  232. 

Eucharist  not  to  be  consecrated  by  Dea- 
cons. 2.  20.  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  220. 


— -—  Nor  to  be  given  by  a  Deacon  to 
a  Presbyter,  but  only  to  the  People. 
2. 20.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  219. 


C-onsecrated  in  Common  Bread. 

not  in  Unleavened  Wafers.  15.2.  6. 
VoL  5.  p.  208  to  212. 

Consecrated  in   Wine  mixed 


with  Water.  15.  2.   7.   Vol.  6.  p. 
214to217. 

Consecrated  by  prayer.  16.  3. 

12.  Vol.  5.  p.  261  &c. 


— — —  Consecrated  with  an  audible 
Voice,  for  the  People  to  hear  and 
say,  Amen,  16.  3.  33.  Vol.  6.  p. 
293. 294. 

Given  to  the   People  in  both 

Kinds.  15.  5.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  342  to 
360. 

Not  the  Bread  dipped  in  Wine, 

but  separately.  16.  6.  2.   Vol.  5.  p. 
360  to  363. 

Given  into  the  Hands  of  the 

People.  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  5.  p.  377. 


Given  with  a  Form  of  Words 

to  which  the  People  said,  Amen.  15. 
6. 8.  Vol.  6.  p.  382. 

Vol.  IX. 


Given  to  the  Energnmens.  15. 

4.  16.  Vol.  6.  p.  335. 

Given  to  Infants.  12. 1.  3.  VoL 

3.  p.  290.  It.  16.  4.  7,  Vol.  6.  p. 
313  &c.  It.  15.  7.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
398. 

Given  to  the  Sick  and  Absent. 


15.  4. 9.  VoL  6.  p.  328.  324. 

Consecrated     sometimes     in 

Private  Houses  for  the  Sick.  16.  4. 
10.  Vol.  6.  p.  325.  326; 

Reserved  in  the  Church  for 


the  Sick.  15.  4.  11.  VoL  6.  p.  327. 
It.  8.  6.  19.  Vol.  2.  p.  169. 

Sometimes  reserved  by  Private 


Persons.  16.  4.  13.  VoL  6.  p.  330. 
331. 


Not  given  to  the  Dead,  nor 


buried  with  them.  16.  4.  10.  and 
20.  VoL  5.  p.  338.  339-  It.  23. 
3.  14.  VoL  7.  p.  344. 

Given  to   Dogs  by   Donatists, 


whose  Profanation  was  remarkably 
punished.  8.  10.2.  VoL  2.  p.  229. 
It.  16.  6.  26.  VoL  6.  p.  280. 

Not  used  for  Canonical  Purga- 


tion, as  later  Ages  called  it.  15.  5* 
9.  Vol.  6.  p.  384.  385. 

How  abused  by  Novation  and 

others.    Ibid. 

Received  fasting.   15.   7.  8. 


VoL  5.  p.  404. 

Not  worshipped  with   Divine 

Adorauon.  15.  5.  6.  Vol.  5.  p.  370. 

Remains  of  the  Eucharist  either  burnt 
or  given  to  Children.  16.  7. 4  and  6. 
VoL  6.  p.  398.  399.  400. 

The  Eucharist  reckoned  an  Absolution. 
19. 1.  3.  VoL  6.  p.  607.  to  610. 

'EvxapiTia    ipOptvi}.     The  Morning 
Thanksgiving.  13. 10. 7.  Vol.  4.  p.  263. 

'EvKrriptoi  oUoi,  Churches  or  Ora- 
tories. 8.  1.4.  VoL  2.  p.  81. 

Euchites,     Heretics  maintaining  that 

G 
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Men  ought  to  do  nothing  but  pny. 
11.2.5.  Vol.  3.  p.  129. 

Eulogi^,  15.  4.  3.  VoL  5.  p.  300.  and 
16.  4.  8.  Vol.  5.  p.  322. 

Jnoith  Eulogies  not  to  be  received.  16. 
6.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  344. 

Eunuehi  incapable  of  Ordination,  4. 
3.  9.  Vol.  1.  p.  366.  367. 

'Evxt)  iriyfiv.  \Vhythe  Lord^t-Prayer 
so  called.  1.4.7.  Vol.  l.p.  28.  It. 
13.  7.  9.  Vol.  4.  p.  204. 


— "—  The  Communion'Service.  13. 
1.  9.  Vol.  4.  p.  22. 

'BvY^  Karfix*ifuvwv.  The  Ante- 
Commuoion-Senrice  at  which  the 
Cateekument  might  be  present.  13. 
1.  9.  Vol.  5.  p.  22.  See  Misssa 
Catechumtnorum . 

Bvxi)  did  ffi(airijc.  Silent- Prayer.  15. 
1.1.  Vol.  5.  p.  175.  &c. 

Evy^  ^(d  TIpo96uvri7ita£,  see  Bidding- 
Prayer.  16.  1.  2.  Vol.  5.  p.  184. 

Evening'Prayer,  13.  11.  1.  Vol.  4.  p. 
276. 

Ewenwff /fymn.l3. 11. 5.  Vol.  4,  p. 279. 
280. 

Eunomiaru  changed  the  Form  of  Bap- 
tism, and  baptized  with  the  Heels 
upward,  11.3.  10.  Vol.  3.  p.  146. 
It.  11.  11.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  273. 274. 

Esamination  of  Persons  to  be  ordained. 

4.  3.  I.  Vol.  I.  p.  357. 

Exarchs  of  the  Provinces.  The  same 
as  Primates  or  Metropolitans.  2. 16. 

5.  Vol.  1,  p.  151. 

Of  a  Diocese  the  same  as  Pa- 
triarchs. 2.  17.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  166. 

Exeeptores,  Notaries.  3.  13.  5.  Vol. 
l.p.  325. 

Exchequer,  Allowance  made  to  the 
Clergy  out  of  it.  5.  4.  7.  Vol.  l.p. 
473. 

Exeommunieatio  Mitwr.  Suspension 
from  the  Communion,  16.  2.7.  Vol. 

6.  p.  80. 


'.    Anaiktmeu   16.  t.  8. 


Vol.  6.  p.  82. 

Excommunieation,  ipao  Facto,  16. 3. 10. 
Vol.  6.  p.  160. 

Managed  sometimet  by  Preiby- 


ters,  7.  3.  12.  VoL  2.  p.  42, 

Sometimes  by  Deacons,  2. 20. 


12.  Vol.  l.p.  227. 

After  Death  how  inflicted.  6. 

4. 10.  Vol.  1.  p.  673.    It.  16.  8. 
12.  Vol.  6.  p.  166. 

Notified  to  other  Churches. 


16.  2.  9.  Vol.  6.  p.  85. 

Of  innocent  Persons  dangenmi 


to  the  Ezcommunicator.   16.  3.  7. 
and  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  144.  and  147. 

Not  to  be  pronounced  against 


any  without  previous  Admonition, 
Evidence  of  two  Witnesses,  and  those 
not  Heretics,  &c.  16.  3*  9.  and  10. 
Vol.  6.  p.  149.  to  154. 


Forbom    sometimes  for  the 

Good  of  the  Chureh.  16.  3.  6.  Vol. 
6.  p.  133.  to  144. 


Not   ordinarily    inflicted   on 


Children  and   Minors.   16.   3.   II. 
Vol.  6.  p.  154.  155. 


Not  inflicted  for  small  Offen- 
ces. 16.  3.  13.  Vol.  6.  p.  158.  159. 

Nor   for  Pecuniary   Matters 


and  mere  Temporal  Causes.  16.  3. 
15.  Vol.  6.  p.  170.  171.  172. 

Nor  for  Sins  only  in  Design 


and  intention.  16.  3.  17.  Vol.  6.  p. 
174.    See  Discipline. 

Excommunicated  Persons  avoided  in 
civil  Commerce.  16.  2.  11.  VoL  6. 
p.  91. 


^Their  Oblations  not  to  be  receiv- 
ed. 15.  2.  2.  VoL  5.  p.  200.  It.  16. 
2.  13.  VoL  6.  p.  g^. 

Denied  the  Privileges  of  Chris' 


tianBuriaL  16.2.  1 1 .  VoL  6.  p.  92. 
93.  It.  23.  3.  23.   Vol.  7.  p.  358. 
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Not  to  be  absolved  but  io  their 

own  Chuich.  16.  2.  10.  Vol.  6.  p. 
86. 

Exemnmunieated  Personi  not  to  be  Eri- 
dence  against  Bishops.  5.  I.  5.  Vol. 
1.  p.  423. 

Exedra.  The  Reading-Desk.  8.  5.  4. 
Vol.  2.  p.  132. 

The  Place  of  the  Altar.   8.  6. 


9.  Vol.  2.  p.  146. 

Exedne,  All  the  outer  Buildings  of 
the  Church.  8.  7. 1.  Vol.  2.  p.  170. 

Exemption  of  the  Clergy  from  Taxes 
and  Civil  Oflices.    See  Clergy. 

Examobgetii  not  the  same  as  Auricular 
Confession.  18. 3. 1.  Vol.  6.  p.  548. 
549. 

'B|o/M>Xoy4<rc«i»C  ^aXfihc,  The  Peni- 
tential Psalm  or  Psalm  of  Confes- 
sion. 13.  10.  13.  Vol.  4.  p.  271. 
272. 

Exereitm  of  the  Cateehumera,  10.  2.  8. 
Vol.  3.  p.  19.  20. 

— — —  Forms  of  Ejofreism,   3.  4.  5. 


Vol.  1.  p.  285. 

Exorcists  at  first  no  peculiar  Order  of 
the  Clergy.  3.  4.  1.  VoL  1.  p.  281. 

.  Made  an  Order  in  the  Third 


Century.  3.  4.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  284. 


Form  of  Ordaining  Exorcists, 


3.  4.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  285. 


. In  what  sense  every  Man  his 

own  £xarcift.    3.  4.  3.  Vol.  1.  p. 
283. 

'BKs^tvfiiuvoi.  2.  7.  2.  Vol.  1.  p. 
91. 

Exposing  of  Infants  reputed  Murder. 
16. 10.  11.  Vol.6,  p.  351.352. 

F. 

« 

Face.  Malefactors  not  to  be  branded 
in  the  Face.  16.  10.  7.  Vol.  6.  p. 
347. 

Faith,   Profession  of,  according  to  the 


Articles  of  the  Creed  required  in 
Baptism.  11.  7.  8.  Vol.  3.  p.  228. 
229.  230. 


What  Faith  required  in  Persons 


to  be  ordained.    4.  3.  2.  Vol.  1.  p. 
357.  358. 


Unity  of  Faith  fundamental  to 


the  Being  of  the  Church.    16.  1.  1. 
Vol.  6.  p.  1.  to.  9. 

Unity  of  Faith  how  maintained 


in  the  Catholie  Church  without  one 
visible  Head.  16.  1.  8.  and  9.  Vol. 
6.  p.  36.  37.  It.  16. 1.  14.  Vol.  6. 
p.  48.  49.    See  Unity. 


The  Rule  of  Faith.    16.  1.  1. 

Vol.  6.  p.  4.    It.   10.  3.  2.  Vol. 

3.  p.  53.    See  Creed, 

Fanatici,     Diviners  censured.    16.  5. 

4.  Vol.  6.  p.  224. 

Fans.  Of  what  use  in  the  Church. 
15.  3.  6.  Vol.  5.  p.  240.  241.  See 
piwiiia. 

Fast.    Lent' Fast.    See  Ltnt. 


7.  p.  192. 


Rogation-Fatt.  21.  2.  8.  Vol. 


Fasting-Days    appointed    by 

Bishops  in  weir  own  Churches.  2. 
6. 4.  Vol.  1.  p.  87. 

Fastings  of  the  Monks  voluntary,  not 
imposed.  7.  3.  16.  Vol.  2.  p.  48. 

Fasting  forbidden  on  the  Lord*S'day. 
16. 8. 3.  Vol.  6.  p.  327.  It.  20.  9. 
5.  Vol.  7.  p.  30. 

Forbidden  also  in  the  Fifty 

Days  of  Pentecost.  20. 6.  3.  VoL  7. 
p.  98. 

Fasts  o(  the  Four  Seasons.  21.  2.  1. 
Vol.7,  p.  186. 

Of   Ember-Weeks.    21.  2.  7. 

Vol.  7.  p.  191. 

Of   Wednesdays  and  Fridays. 


21.3.  1.  Vol.7,  p.  194. 


Occasional    Fasts,    21.    3.    5. 


Vol.  7.  p.  201 
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Fathmrt.    A  name  given  to  Bialiops. 
2.  2.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  54. 

To  Abbots  also.  7.3.11.  Vol. 


2.  p.  42. 

The  People  called  Fathers  from 

their  Concern  in  the   Election  of 
Bishops.  4.  2. 9.  VoL  1.  p.  346. 

Feasts  of  Charity  at  the  Communion. 
16.  7.  6.  7.  and  8.  Vol.  5.  p.  401. 
402.  403. 

Why  forbidden.  8. 10.  1.  Vol. 

2.  p.  226.    It.  16.  7.  9.  Vol.  6.  p. 
408.  409. 


■  At  the  Graves  of  the  Dead. 

23.  3. 16.  and  17.  Vol.  7.  p.  346. 
347. 

At  the  Graves  of  the  Martyrs 

hovr  abused.  20.  7.  10.  VoL  7.  p. 
118.119.  120. 

On  the  Anniversaxy-Days  of 

the  Dedication  of  Churches.  8.  9. 
14.  Vol.  2.  p.  225.  It.  20.  8.  1. 
VoL  7.  p.  128. 

Feneing- Masters  censured  as  Murder- 
ers. 16.  10.  13.  VoL  6.  p.  354. 

FeruB  ^stives  and  AutumnaUs*  20.  1. 
9.  Vol.  7.  p.  2.  3.  4. 

Ferict  Quaria  and  Sextx  Jejunium,  See 
Fasts 

Fermentum,  The  Eucharist  so  named 
from  the  Use  of  Leavened  and  Com- 
mon Bread.  16.  2.  6.  VoL  6.  p. 
210. 

Ferula.  Why  one  Part  of  the  Church 
so  called.  8.  4.  2.  VoL  2.  p.  126. 

Festival  of  all  Martyrs  in  general.  20. 
7.  14.  VoL  7.  p.  126.  &c. 

Festivals  Civil  and  Ecclesiastical.  The 
Account  of  both.  20.  1.1.  VoL  7. 
p.  1. 

— — —  Of  Martyrs  how  observed.  13. 
9.  5.  VoL  4.  p.  241.  242.  It.  20. 
7.  5.  VoL  7.  p.  109.  110. 

■  Observed   upon  the  Anniver- 


sary Day  of  Biihopa'  OiAinatiMW 
20.  8.  2.  Vol.  7.  p.  129.  130.  4.  6. 

16.  VoL  l.p.  404. 


In  Memory  of  any  great  Ddi* 


verance.  20. 8.  3.  VoL  7,  p.  188 

Fideles.  Believers  baptized,  or  Cam- 
municants.  Their  Piivileges  eboiw 
Catechumens.  1.  4.  5.  Vol.  1*  p. 
27. 

Fidelium  Oratio.  The  LordT^Prmfer. 
I.  4.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  28.  It.  10.  6. 
9.  Vol.  3.  p.  106.  107.  lu  18.  7. 
9.  VoL  4.  p.  203. 

Fidelium  Missa.  The  CoamraBioB. 
Service.  13.  1.  3.  VoL  4.  p.  12. 
Itl6.  1.1.  VoL  5.  p.  176. 

First-Fruiu.  The  Oblation  of  them 
and  their  Original.  5.  5.  4.  Vol.  1. 
p.  487. 

Of  the  OentUe  Converts  ei- 

dained  for  the  Ministiy.   4.  1.  2. 
VoL  1.  p.  331. 

Flagellantes.  Monks,  ezerdnng  them- 
selves with  volunta^  whip^ng,  con- 
demned. 7.  3.  12.  VoL  2,  p.  43. 

Flagellun  Monaehonun,  Whipping  of 
Monks  and  the  Inferior  Ckrgy  for 
some  Crimes  allowed.  IbitL  Et.  16. 
3.  11.  VoL  6.  p.  165. 

Flamines,  Christians  taking  upon  them 
the  Office  of  Heathen  PriesU  censo- 
red. 16.  4.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  187. 

Flattery  how  punished.  16.  12.  16. 
VoL6.  p.  417.  418. 

Flentes,  The  Weepers  or  Moumen» 
the  lowest  Rank  of  Penitents.  18. 1. 
3.  Vol.  6.  p.  532. 

Flesh,  Superstitious  Abstinence  froB 
it  censured.  17.  6.  19.  VoL  6.  p. 
510. 

Flowers  strewed  upon  the  Graves  of  the 
Dead.  23.  3.  20.  Vol.  7.  p.  362. 

Ftntts  anciently  separate  from  the 
Church.  8.  4.5.  VoL  2.  p.  127. 
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■■■  How  Fonts  and  Baptiiteries 
differed.  8.  7.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  173. 
174. 

Forgery  how  Ponished.    16.   12.  14. 
Vol.  6.  p.  413.  414. 

Forehead,    See  Face  not  to  be  branded. 


Bishops  to  grant  Format^t  to 


all  others.  2.  3.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  77. 

Clergymen  not  to  travel  with- 
out their  FormaUt,  5,  1.  3.  Vol.  1. 
p.  419. 

Formt  of  Prayer.  Their  Antiquity 
proved.  13.  5.  1.  Vol.  4.  p.  96.  97. 
98. 


Of  Exorcising.   3.  4.  6.  Vol. 

l.p.  285. 

Form  of  Ordaining  Presbyters.  2.  19. 
17.  Vol.  1.  p.  206.  207.  208. 


-*—  Of  Baptism  not  to  be  changed. 
11.  3.  1.  Vol.  3.  p.  133. 134.  It.  17. 
6.  9.  Vol.  6.  p.  500. 


In  Traffic  censured.  16. 12. 17. 

VoL  6.  p.  420.  to  426. 

Frediani.  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  232. 

Frugality  of  the  Clergy.  6.  2.  8.  Vol. 
l.p.515. 

Frumentiut  ordained  Bishop  of  India 
at  AUxayidria,  4.  2.  13.  Vol.  1.  p. 
351. 

Funeral  Robes.  23.  3.  4.  Vol.  7.  p. 
327.  328. 

Funerals,  The  Account  of  them.  23. 
3.  1.  2.  and  3.  Vol.  7.  p.  324.  325. 


Ordered   by  the  Capiat^  and 

ParaboUmif  officers  appointed  for  that 
Purpose.  23.  3.  7.  Vol.  7.  p.  332. 
It.  3. 8.  4.  Vol.  l.p.  301. 


Psahnody  at.   23.  3.  8.  Vol. 


— —  Every  Bishop  had  Power  to 
make  Farms  of  Prayer  for  his  own 
Church.  2.  6.  2.  Vol.  1.  p'  85. 

Formate  Litera.  2.  4.  5.  Vol.  l.p.  77. 

— -  Bishops  to  take  Formata  from 
the  Metropolitan  when  they  tiavel. 
2.  16.  10.  Vol.  l.p.  162. 

Fornication  taught  by  many  Heretics  as 
lawful.  22. 1.  1.  Vol.  7.  p.  203. 204. 

How  punished.    16.    11.    1. 

Vol.  6.  p.  360. 

Fossani,     3.  8.  1..  Vol.  1.  p.  229. 

Fountains  at  the  Entrance  of  Churches. 
8.  3.  6,  Vol.  2.  p.  122. 

France,  Churches  of  France  not  an- 
ciently subject  to  the  Bishop  of 
Home,  9.  1.  11.  Vol.  2.  p.  271. 273. 

Fraud  and  Forgery  how  punished.   16. 
12.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  414. 

In  Trust  censured.  16. 12. 16. 


7.  p.  333. 
See  more  in  Burying  the  Dead, 

G, 

Gabbarje.  Egyptian  Mummies,  23. 
4.  8.  Vol,  7.  p.  367. 

Galileans,  A  Name  of  Reproach  cast 
upon  Christians.  1.  2.  2.  Vol.  1.  p. 
11. 

Gamesters  denied  B^)ti8m.  11.  5.  7. 
Vol.  3.  p.  190. 

Gaming  censured.  16.  12.  20.  Vol.  6. 
p.  430.  431.  482. 

A  Crime  for  which  the  Clergy 


Vol.  6.  p.  419. 


were  degraded.   6.  2.  5.  Vol.  1.  p. 
^  508.    It  17.  5.  24.  Vol.  6.  p.  614. 

Gates,    Beautiful  and  Royal  Gates  of 
the  Church.  8.  5.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  129. 

Holy  Gates  of  the  Chancel.  8. 


6.8.  Vol.  2.  p.  145. 

Gawphylacium  of  the  Church.   8.  7. 
11.  Vol.2,  p.  181. 

Genelhlia.    Birth-Days,    See     Natala 
and  Birth-Days, 
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(hnsthHaci.  Aitrdog;en  or  Calcula- 
tors of  NatiTities  censored.  16.  5.  1. 
Vol.  6.  p.  216. 

Geniut  of  the  Emperois  not  to  be  sworn 
by.  16. 7.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  317. 

GenufleeUntet.  An  order  of  Cat$ehu' 
mens.  10.  2.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  15. 

Also  an  Order  of  Penitents. 

18  1.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  535. 

Ghost,  Holy  worshipped  with  the 
Father  and  Son.  13. 2.  4.  Vol.  4. 
p.  55.  to  62. 


Sin  against  the  Holy  Ghost 

how  censured.   16.  7.  3.  Vol.  6.  p. 
294.  to  308. 

Gilding  of  Churches.   8.  8.  5.  Vol.  2. 
p.  198. 

Gto^iatort  rejected  from  Baptism.  11. 
5.  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  190. 

Rejected    from    Communion. 


16.  4.  10.  Vol.  6.  p.  191. 

OloriaPatrt,&c.  14. 1.8.  Vol.  5.  p.  10. 
It.  14.  2.  1 .  Vol.  5.  p.  24.  to  29. 

Gloria  in  excelsit.  14.  2.  2.  Vol.  5.  p. 
29.  30.  It.  15.  3.  31.  Vol.  5.  p. 
291.  292. 


— —  Glory  be  to  thee,  O  Lord,  said 
after  reading  the  Gospel.  14.  3.  10. 
Vol.  5.  p.  59.  60. 

Gnattici.  Why  Christians  anciently 
so  called.  1.  1.3.  Vol.  1.  p.  3. 

Gnostic  heretics  condemned  Marriage 
and  practised  abominable  Impuri- 
ties. 22.  1.  3.  Vol.  7.  p.  206. 

rowKXlvovriQ,   See  Genuflectentes, 

Gotpel  and  EpistU.  14.  3.  5.  Vol.  5. 
p.  55. 


People  stood  up  at  the  Reading 

of  the  Gospel.    14.  3.  10.  Vol.  5. 
p.  59. 


Laid  upon  the  Head  of  Bi- 
shops at  their  Ordination.  2.  11.8. 
Vol.  l.p.  121. 


lightt  at  the  Readings  of  the 

Gotpel.  14.  3. 11.  Vol.  5.  p.  61. 

Swearing  by  the  Gotp^  when 

first  used.  16.  7.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  820. 

Fpaf  j}  and  Tpdftfui.     Names  <»f  the 
Creed,  10.  3.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  64. 

Gravel  reckoned  sacred  by  all  Nations. 
23.  2.  2.  Vol.  7.  p.  309.  313. 

How  adorned  by  Heathem  and 

Ckrittiant.  23.  2.  3.  Vol.  7.  p.  310. 
311.312. 


Robbers  of  Gravet  how  poo- 

ished.  23.  4.  1.  Vol.  7.  p.  359. 

Robbbg  of  GroMf  accounted 

Sacrilege.  16.  6. 24.  Vol.  6.  p.  277. 

Greeht.  A  name  of  Reproach  cast 
upon  Christians.  1.  2.  4.  VoL  1.  p. 
12. 

Greeting' Houte.  8.  7. 8.  Vol.  2.  p.  178. 

GuardUmt  of  Orphans  not  to  be  or- 
dained till  their  0£Boe  ej^ired.  4. 
4.5.V0I.  l.p.  380. 

Clergymen   not  to  be  made 

Guardians.  6.  4.  10.  VoL  l.p. 573. 

Not  to  marry  Orphans  in  their 

Minority.  22.  2.  10.  Vol.  7.  p.  233. 

Gyrovagi.  A  Sort  of  Rambling  Monks 
condemned.  7.  2.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  23. 

H. 

Habits  used  in  Divine  Service.  13. 8. 
2.  Vol.  4.  p.  205.  &c. 

Habits  of  the  Clergy.  6.  4. 15.  Vd.  1. 
p.  481. 

To  be  decent.  17.  5.  23.  Vol. 


6.  p.  513. 


How  far  the  Habit  of  the  Cler- 
gy distinguished  them  from  Laymen. 
6.4. 18.  Vol.  l.p.  584. 


Of  Monks.  7.  3.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 

33.  34.  35. 

■       Promiscuous   Habits  of  Men 
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and  Women  foibidden.  16*  II*  16. 
Vol.  6.  p.  395.  396. 

HicndipeU.    16.  12.  15.  Vol.  6.  p. 
418. 

Hair  cut  off  or  disheyelled  in  the  Exer-  | 
cise  of  Penance.    18.  2.  3.  Vol.  6. 
p.  541.  6cc. 

Untied  in  mairiage.  22.  4.  5. 


Vol.  7.  p.  271, 

Long  Hair  censured  in   the 

Clergy.  6.  4. 15.  Vol.  1.  p.  581. 

Hand*,  Joining  of.  A  Ceremony  used 
in  Espousals  and  in  Marriages.  22. 

3.  6.  Vol.  7.  p.  253.    It.  22.  4.  4. 
VoL  7.  p.  270. 

HarioU.    Soothsayers  censured.  16.  5. 

4.  Vol.  6.  p.  223. 

Harlots,  Keepers  of  them  censured. 
1 6.  1 1 .  10.  Vol.  6.  p.  383. 384. 385. 

Hawkt  and  Hounds  not  to  be  kept  by 
the  Clergy.  17.  5.  24.  Vol.  6.  p. 
514. 

Head  uncovered  in  Divine  Worship. 
13.  8.  9.  Vol.  4.  p.  218.219. 

— "No  Necessity  of  a  Visible  Head 

to  maintain  the  Unity  of  the  Catholic 
Church.  16.  1.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  48. 
49.50. 


How  far  the  ttudy  of  Hiaikm 

Books  permitted  to  the  Clergy.  6. 3. 
4.  Vol.  1.  p.  535. 

HMomat  Magna.  The  Week  before 
Easter  how  observed.  21.  1.  24. 
Vol.  7.  p.  172. 173. 

Hembomadcaii.  7.  3.  17.  Vol.  2.  p.  52. 

Hegvmenia.  7.  2.  14.  Vol.  2.  p.  27. 

Hemiphonum.  6.  4.  20.  Vol.  1.  p.  589. 
and  591. 

HeTtry  VIII.  His  Design  to  augment 
the  Number  of  Bishops  in  EngCand. 
9.  8.  Conelus.  Vol.  2.  p.  436. 

Heresiarchs  more  severely  treated  than 
their  FoUowers.  16.  6.  18.  Vol.6, 
p.  270. 

Heretical  Baptism  makes  Men  incapa- 
ble of  Ordination.  4.  3.  12.  VoL  1. 
p.  370. 

Heretical  Conventicles  given  to  the 
Church.  5.  4.  11.  Vol.  l.p.  476. 

Books  to  be  burned.  16. 2. 14. 


Of  the  Church  a  Title  given  to 

the  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  2.  17. 
21.  VoL  l.p.  183. 

Hearers,    An   Order  of   Catechumens. 
10.2.  3.  VoL  3.  p.  15. 

An  Order  of  Penitents.  18.  1. 


Vol.  6.  p.  99. 

.  How  far  the  study  of  Heretical 

Books  allowed  to  the  Clergy.   6.  3. 
4.  Vol.  l.p  535. 

Heretics  not  accounted  Christians,    1. 
3.  4.  Vol.  l.p.  24. 

Civil  Punishments  inflicted  on 

Heretics.  16.  6.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  252. 
253.  254. 

Ecclesiastical     Punishments 


4.  VoL  6.  p.  534. 
Their  Station  in  the  Church. 


8.  4.  3.  Vol.  2.  p  126. 

Heathm  Temples,    ^t  Temples, 

Heathens  allowed  to  hear  Sermons  in 
the  Church.  8.  4.  4.  VoL  2.  p.  127. 

Attesting  the   Excellency  of 


inflicted  on  Heretics,    16.  6.  6.  VoL 
6.  p.  255.  256 

Marriages  not  to  be  made  vrith 


Heretics,    16.  2.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  99. 
It  22.  2.  1.  Vol.  7.  p.  215  to  222. 

Not  to  be  communicated  vrith 


the  Christian  Rules.  6. 1.  1.  VoL  1. 
p.  496.  497. 


6.  3.  11.  Vol.  1.  p.  556. 


M^-—  Persons  ordained  by  heretics 
to  be  re-ordained.  4.  7.  8.  VoL  U 
p.  412. 

Not  to  be  Evidence  against 

\      Bishops.  5.  1.  5.  VoL  1.  p.  423. 
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•—  Not  to  b&TB  Benefit  of  Sanctuary. 
8.11.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  245. 

Clergy  turning  Heretics  to  be 


degraded,  and  never  admitted  again 
but  only  to  Lay-Communion.  6.  3. 
II.  Vol.  l.p.  556. 

Heretics  allowed  sometimes  to  hear 
Sermons  in  the  Church.  8.  4.  4. 
Vol.  2.  p.  127.  It.  13.  1,  2.  Vol. 
4.  p.  18.  It.  16.  6.  8.  Vol.  6.  p. 
258. 


What  makes  a  formal  Heretic, 


I6.6.2I.V0I.  6.p.  272. 


What  required  of  Heretics  in 

order  to  Absolution.   19.  2.  9.  Vol. 
6.  p.  632.  633. 

Hermeneutx.  Interpreters.  3.  13.  4. 
Vol.  1.  p.  324. 

Hermians,  Heretics  rejecting  Baptism. 
11.2.3.  Vol.  3.  p.  126. 

Hesyehasttr,  A  Sort  of  Monks.  7.  2. 
14.  Vol.2,  p. 25. 

Hexapla  and  Tetrapla,  14.  3.  17. 
YoU  5.  p.  72. 

Hierareky  and  Up<u/ievoc.  Names  pe- 
culiar to  the  superior  Clergy.  3.  1. 
6.  Vol.  1.  p.  273. 

Highways  and  Bridges.  The  Clergy 
sometimes  exempt  from  contributing 
to  them.  5.  3.  9.  Vol.  1.  p.  452. 

Hind.  Offering  an  Hind  on  New 
Year*s  Day  censured.  16.  5.  6.  Vol. 
6.  p.  23.     It.  20.  1.  8.  Vol.  7.  p.  6. 

Histapedes.  A  Name  given  to  the  Eu- 
nomians  from  their  baptizing  with 
the  Heels  upward.  11.  11.  4.  Vol. 
3.  p.  275. 

Holy  Ghost  worshipped  with  the 
Father  and  Son.  13.  2.  4.  Vol.  4. 
p.  55.  to  62. 

Sin  against  the  Hoi.y  Ghost. 


16.  7.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  294.  to  309. 


Form.     *'    Receive  the    Holy 

Ghost."  not  in  any  ancient  Rituals 


•  of  Ordination.  2.  19.  17.  VoL  1.  p. 

208. 

Holv,  Holy,  Holy  Hymn.   14.  2.  3. 
Vol.  5.  p.  30.  31.  32. 

Abuse  of  Holy  T%ings  how 


punished  with  Divine  Judgments. 
8.  10.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  229.  It.  J6.6. 
26.  Vol.  6.  p.  280. 

Holy  Water,    Its  original.    8.   B,  7. 
Vol.  2.  p.  123. 

Homilies.    A  Name  of  Sermons.  14.  4. 
1.  Vol.  5.  p.  76. 


Read  in  the  Church.  2.  20. 

11.  Vol.  l.p.  226.    It  14.  4.  22. 
Vol  5.  p.  132.  133. 

Homoousians,  1.  2.  13.  Vol.  1.  p.  19. 

Honey  and  Milk  offered  at  the  Altar. 
15.  2.  3.  Vol.  5.  p.  204.     See  MiOc. 

Honores  and  Munera  Sordida  how  dis- 
tinguished. 5. 3. 12.  Vol.  1.  p.  456. 

Honor  Cathedra.  A  Pension  paid  to 
Bishops  at  their  Visitations.  9.  8. 
6.  Vol.  2.  p.  432. 

HorsC'Racing  censured.  16.4. 10.  Vol. 
6.  p.  192. 

Hosawna.  2.  9.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  99.  It. 
14.  2. 15.  Vol.  5.  p.  36. 

Hospitality  of  the  Clergy.  6.  2.  7.  Vol. 
l.p.  514. 

No  Hospitality  to  entertain  the 


Rich.  6.2.8.  Vol.  l.p.  515. 

Host-Worship  unknown  to  the  Ancient 
Church.  15.  6.  5.  Vol.  5.  p.  370.  to 
376. 

Hucksters  how  punished.  16.  12.  17. 
Vol.  6.  p.  424. 

Husband  of  one  Wife.  The  meaning 
of  it.  4.5.  1.  Vol.  l.p.  381.  See 
Digamists, 


Women  not  to  marry  in  the 

Absence  of  their  Husbands,   22.  2. 
9.  Vol.  7.  p.  232.. 
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Twelte  Months  after  the  Death 
of  their  Iltubands.  22.  2.  8.  Vol.  7. 
p.  231. 

Huy  hUmd.    See  Abbot  of  Huy, 

Hydropanutata*  Heretics  that  conse- 
crated the  Eucharist  in  Water  only. 
16.  2.  7.  Vol.  5.  p.  214. 

Hyemantet.  Demoniacs,  3,  4.  6.  Vol.  1. 
p.  286.  It.  18.  4.  13.  Vol.  6.  p. 
597  to  600. 

Hymns,  An  Account  of  the  ancient 
Hymns  and  Doiologies.  14«  2.  1.  & 
2.  Vol  5.  p.  24  to  30. 


Hymnus  Chinilncus,  Trisagion, 


14.2.3.  Vol.  5.  p.  30.  31.32. 

— —  Morning' Hymn,  13. 9.  9&  10. 
&  13.  10.  1.  &2.  &  13.  10.  9.  Vol. 
4.  p.  251  to  254.  &  p.  257  to  259. 
&  264.  265. 


Evemng'Hymn*    13.    11.    5. 


Vol.  4.  p.  279  to  28L 


. Hymn  of  Thanksgiving  after 

Supper.  7.  3. 17.  Vol.  2.  p.  51. 

Uypapanie,    CandlenuU'Day,  20.  8.  5. 
Vol.  7.  p.  135. 

Hypopsaima,  14.  1.  12.  Vol.  5.  p.  16. 

Uypsistarians,    16.    6.   2.  Vol.    6.  p. 
242. 


'liMQTAI.  Laymen.  1.  5. 6.  Vol.  1.  p. 
35. 

Idleness  censured.  16.  12.  19.  Vol.  6. 
p.  428  to  430. 

Idolaters  of  several  kinds  how  punished. 
16.  4.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  179. 

Idolatry  to  worship  any  creature.  13. 
3.  1.  Vol.  4.  p.  63. 

Encouragers  and  Con ni vers  at 

Idolatry  how  censured.   16.  4.  19. 
Vol.  6.  p.  208.  6cc. 


When  a  Man  may  be  present 

at  an  Idol-Satrijiee.  16.  4.  15.  Vol. 
6.  p.  198. 199. 

Bnilders  or  Adorners  of  Idol* 

Temples  and  Altars  censured.  16.  4. 
12.  Vol.  6  p.  195. 

Idol-makers  censured.  16. 4. 11.  Vol*  6. 
p.  192. 


Sellers  of  Frankincense  and 

things  offered  to  Idols  how  censured. 
16.4.  13.  Vol.  6.  p.  196. 

Idolothyta,  Eating  Things  offered  to 
Idols.  16.  4.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  197. 
198. 

Idols  or  Idol -Temples  not  to  be  demo- 
Ibhed  without  Authority.  16.  4. 19. 
Vol.  6.  p.  211. 

Jejunia  quatuor  temporum,  4.  6.  6.  Vol. 
1.  p.  396.  397. 

Jerusalem  subject  to  the  Primate  of 
Otsarta,  2.  18.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  187. 

*  ItpoKrtpvKiC'  Deacons.  2. 20.  10  Vol* 
l.p.  223. 

'lep&pyta.  13.  1.  8.  Vol  4.  p.     . 

*Upw^ivou  The  superior  Clergy.  3. 1. 
6.  Vol.  1.  p.  273. 

Jesseans,  An  ancient  Name  of  Christians. 
1.  1.1.  Vol.  l.p.  1. 

Jews  allowed  to  hear  Sermons  in  tho 
Church.  8.  4.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  127.  It. 
13.  1.  2.  Vol.  4.  p.  8.  It.  16.  6.  8. 
Vol.  6.  p.  258. 


Idol' Festivals  not  to  be  observed.  16.  4. 
17.  Vol.  6.  p.  202. 

VOL.  IX. 


Not  to  have  Benefit  of  Sanc- 
tuary. 8.  11.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  245. 

Jews  and  Christians  confounded  together 
by  Heathen  Writers.  1.1.  10.  Vol.  1. 
p.  9. 

Jewish  Apostates  how  censured.  16.  6. 
1.  Vol.  6.  p.  241. 


Testimony  of  Jewish  Apostates 


not  to  be  admitted  in  any  Court.  16. 
1       6.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  241. 


H 
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-— —  Ckritiiiuu  not  to  marry  with 
Jewu  22.  2.  I.  Vol.  7.  p.  215,  to 
222. 


-Nor  to   receive   EuloguB  from 


Jews.  16.  6.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  244.  245 
Clergymen  not  to  eat  with  Jewt, 


6.4.  14.  Vol.  1.  p.  580 

Jevmh  Liturgy.  An  account  of  it.  13. 
6.  4.  Vol.  4.  p.  104  to  109. 

Ignorance  censured  in  the  Cleigy.  6.  3. 

2.  Vol.  1.  p.  531,532. 

tlUiminatu    Baptized    Persons.    1.   4. 

I.  Vol.  1.  p.  25.    It.  11.  1.4.  Vol. 

3.  p.  115. 

Images  not  allowed  in  Churches  for 
above  Three  Hundred  Years.  8. 8.  6. 
Vol.  2.  p.  199  to  203. 

Massy   Images  or  Statues  not 

allowed  for  many  Ages  after.  8.  8. 

II.  Vol.  2.  p.  208. 


No  Images  of  God  or  the  Tri- 
nity allowed  till  after  the  second 
Council  of  Nice.  8.  8.  10.  Vol.  2.  p. 
206,  207. 

Image-Mahers  rejected  from   Baptism. 
U.  5.  6.  Vol.  3.  p.  187,  188. 

—  And  from  the  Communion.  16. 


4.  11.  Vol.  6.  p.  192  to  195. 

Immersion  used  in  Baptism.  11.  11.  4. 
Vol.  3.  p.  273,  274. 

Trine  Immersion.  11.  11.  6.  Vol.  3.  p. 
278,  279,  280.  See  Dipping  and 
Baptism. 

Immunity  of  the  Clergy  from  the  secu- 
lar Courts  in  Ecclesiastical  Causes. 
5.2.5.  Vol.  l.p.  429. 

From  Taxes  and  Civil  Offices. 

5.  3.  2,  Vol.  1.  p.  438  to  441.     See 
Clergy. 

Impluvium.  Tlie  open  Court  before 
the  Church.  8.  3.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  1-il. 

Impositum  of  Hands  in  making  Cate- 
chumens. 10.  1.  2  Vol.  3.  p.  2,  3. 


In  making  Penitents.  18.  2. 1. 
Vol.  6.  p.  537. 

In  Absolution.  19.  2.  4.  Vol  6. 


p.  621. 

In  Confirmation.  12.  3.5.  Vol. 


3.  p.  313. 


In  Exorcising  the  Eneigumcns. 

3.  4.  5.&  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  285  and  287. 


^In  the  Bishop's  Prayers  of  Be- 

nedicdon.  13. 10.  8.  Vol.  4.  p.  263. 


In  the  Ordination  of  all  the  w- 

perior  Clergy.  4.  6.  11.  Vol.  1.  p. 
402. 


— — In  the  Ordination  of  Deacon- 
esses. 2.  22.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  251  to 
254. 


-No  Imposition  of  Hands  in  ap- 


pointing the  Inferior  Orders  of  the 
Clergy.  3.  1.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  274. 

Impostors.  A  name  of  Reproach  cast 
upon  Christians  by  the  Heathens,  1. 

2.  4.  Vol.  l.p.   12. 

Incendiaries,  burnt  alive.  16.  12.  3. 
Vol.6,  p.  400. 

Incense,  not  used  in  the  first  Ages.  8. 6. 
21.  Vol.  2.  p.  165. 

Incest,  how  punished.  16. 1 1 . 3.  Vol.  6. 
p.  364.  It.  22.  2.  3.  Vol.  7.  p.  223 
to  225. 

INIarriage  of  Cousin -germans  not 

reckoned /wc«f.   16.  11.  4.  Vol.  6. 
p.  366,  367. 

Incestuous  Marriages  forbidden.  22.  2. 

3.  Vol.  7.  p.  223  to  225. 

Inchanters  censured.  16.  5,  5.  &,  7. 
Vol.  6.  p.  225  and  233. 

Independency  of  Bishops.  2.  6.  1.  Vol. 
1.  p.  84,*85. 

Of  Bishops  chiefly  maintaioed 

in  the  African  Churches.   2.  6.  5. 
Vol.  l.p!  87. 

Independency  of  the  Churches  of  Bri- 
tain,   Cypnis,    Armenia,     Bulgaxui, 
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Jheria.  &c.   3.   18.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  185,  I 
186.    lt.9.  1.  ll.Vol.  2.p.271  to 
275. 

Indieere  Orationem,  and  Tndicta  Oratio. 
The  meaning  of  the  Phrases.  15.  1. 
3.  Vol.  5.  p.  188. 189. 

Indietio  Canouica,  A  Tax  lo  called. 
6.3.  3.  Vol.  l.p.  443. 

Indulgences,  anciently  granted  by  all 
Bishops  in  moderating  the  Rigour 
of  Penauoe.  18.  4. 8.  Vol.  6.  p.  593. 


Granted   by  the   Emperors  to 

I'risoners  at  Easter.  20.  5. 6.  Vol.  7. 
p.  85. 


Baptism  the  grand  Indulgence 

of  the  Church.  11.1.2.  Vol.  3.  p. 
113,  It.  19.  1.  2.  Vol.  6.  p.  603. 

Jit^anf -Baptism.  11.  4.  5.  Vol.  3.  p. 
156.  157. 

Infants  confirmed.  12.  1.  2.  Vol.  3.  p. 
288  to  290. 

Communicated.  12.  1.  3.  Vol. 

3.  p.  290.  It.  15.  4.  7.  Vol.  5.  p. 
313.  It.  15.  7.  4.  Vol.  5.  p.  398. 
399. 

Informers,  reputed  Murderers.  16.  10. 
10,  Vol.6,  p.  350. 

JnUiatU  1.  4.  2.  Vol.  1.  p,  26. 

Injustice  ;  malicious  censured.  16.  12. 

3.  Vol.  6.  p.  399. 

Innocent's  Day.  Its  Antiquity.  20.  7. 
12.  Vol.  7.  p.  122. 

Insacrati  Ministri,  3.  1.  6.  Vol.  1.  p. 
273. 

Inscriptionis  Vinculum,  16.  10.  9.  Vol. 
6.  p.  350. 

Insulani.  Monks  so  called.  7.  2.  14. 
Vol.2,  p.  27. 

Intercession,  made  by  Bishops  for  Cri- 
minals to  the  secular  Magistrates. 
2.  8.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  94.  95.  It.  16.  2. 

4.  Vol.  6.  p.  71. 

Made  by  Monks  also.  7.  3.  21. 


Vol.  2.  p.  57.  58. 


By  Magistrates  to  Bishops.  18. 

4. 10.  Vol.  6.  p.  595. 

InUrcessores  and  InUrventores,  Bishops 
managing  the  Business  of  vacant 
Sees.  2.  15.  1.  Vol.  I.  p.  146.  It.  4. 
2.7.  Vol.  l.p.  345. 

Interventors,  not  to  be  made  Bishops  of 
the  Places,  where  they  were  Inter- 
ventors. 4.  2.  14.  Vol.  1.  p.  351* 

Interdicts.  The  Novelty  of  them.  16. 
3.  7.-V0I.  6.  p.  144.  145. 

Interment.   See  Burying  tf  the  Dead. 

Interpreies  Ecclesia.  3.  13.  4.  Vol.  1. 
p.  324. 

Invitatory  Psalm,  at  the  Celebration  of 
the  Eucharist.  15.  3.  32.  Vol.  5.  p. 
293. 

Job  and  Jonah  read  in  the  Potgton- 
Week.  14,  3.  3.  Vol.  5.  p.  61. 

Irefavuf  .never  had  Three  Hundred  Sixty- 
iive  Bishops  at  one  Time.  9.  6.  19. 
Vol.  2.  p.  392. 

Italy,  had  Three  Hundred  Dioceses  in 
it.  9.  5.  1.  Vol.2,  p.  353. 

Judices  electi  what.  2.  16.  16-  Vol.  1. 
p.  160. 

Jugatio  and  Juga.  A  Tax  so  called.  6 
3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  442. 

Julian*s  Commendation  of  the  Laws  of 
Christians.  6.  1.1.  Vol.  1.  p.  496. 
497. 

His  design  to  reform  the  Hea- 

then  Priests  by  the  Rules  of  the 
Primitive  Clergy.  6. 5.  9.  Vol.  1.  p. 
602. 60J.  604. 

Juramentum  de  Calumnia,  16.  7.  4. 
Vol.  6.  p.  311. 

Justinian's  Inscription  upon  the  Altar 
o(Saneta  Sophia.  8.  8.  4.  Vol.  2.  p. 
198. 


His  Boast  upon  building  the 


Church  of  Sancta  Sophia.   8.  2.   3. 
Vol.  2.  p.  112. 

H   2 
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K. 


K.  The  Letter  K  the  Brand  of  False 
Accoaers.  16. 13. 1.  Vol.  6.  p.  434. 

KaUndar,  or  Calendar  of  proper  Les- 
sons. 14.  3.  3.  Vol.  5.  p.  48.  49.  &c. 

KaUndan,  or  CaUndan  of  Martyrs.  How 
they  differed  from  Martyrologies.  20. 
7. 4.  Vol.  7.  p.  109. 

Kaltndi,  or  CaUnds  of  January;  an 
Heathen  Festival  much  inveighed 
against.  16.  4.  17.  Vol.  6.  p.  203. 
It.  20. 1.  3.V0I.  7.  p.6. 

Ko^alpctfic.  VegradMUiam,  17.  1.  6. 
Vol.  6.  p.  453. 

Kayi7y.   See  Canon* 

KavovlZtiv  rdg  iKKXriffiaQ.  The  Mean- 
ing of  the  Phrase.  8.  9.  7.  Vol.  2.  p. 
219. 

K<iiri|Xoi.  Fraudulent  Hucksters  cen- 
sured. 16.12.  17.  Vol.  6.  p.  424. 

Karaywyia.  Dwelling-Hooses  helong- 
ing  to  the  Church.  8.  7. 13.  Vol.  2. 
p.  185. 186. 

Karattirwrna  fiv^Tucbv.  The  Veils 
of  the  Sanctuary.  8.  6.  8.  Vol.  2.  p. 
145. 

Karixofttvot,  Demoniacs,  3.  4.6.  Vol. 
l.p.286. 

KrjpvKfc  Deacons.  2.  20.  10.  Vol.  1. 
p  223. 

KfipVTTuv.    To  bid  Prayer.  Ibid, 

Kqp^7fuxra  iKKktiffufrixtk,  Bidding 
Prayers.  15.  1.  3.  Vol.  5.  p.  189. 

KtyK\idtc»     8.  6.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  143. 

Kiu  of  Peace  in  Baptism.  12.  4.  5. 
Vol.  3.  p.  327.  to  329. 

In  the  Eucharist.  15. 3. 3.  Vol. 

5.  p.  235.236.    It.  8.  10.  9.  Vol. 
2.  p.  235. 

In  the  Ordination  of  Bishops. 

2.  11.  10.  Vol.  1.  p.  122. 

In  the  Ordination  of  Presby- 


Kiuing  of  the  AlUr.  8.  10.  9.  Vol.  2, 
p.  235. 

Of  Bishops'  Hands.  2.  9.  2. 


Vol.  l.p.  98. 

Kiss,  Solemn,  a  Ceremony  of  E^oosals. 
22.  3.  6.  Vol.  7.  p.  253. 

Not  to  be  given  to  the  Dead. 


23.  3. 14.  Vol.  7.  p.  344. 

Kneelers.    A  name  of  some  CateduL- 
mens.  10.  2. 4.  Vol.  3.  p.  15. 

A  Name  of  one  order  of  Peni- 


ters.  2.  19.  17.  Vol.  1.  p.  207.    It. 
4.  6. 14, Vol.  l.p.  404. 


tenU.  18. 1  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  535. 

Kneeling  at  Prayer.  13.  8.  4.  Vol.  4. 
p.  212.  213. 


At  the  Communion.  15.  5.  3. 


Vol.  5.  p.  356. 


At  the  Ordination  of  Presby- 
ters. 2,  19.  17.  Vol.  1.  p.  207.  If. 
4.6. 10.  Vol.  l.p. 401. 

Always  used  by  Penitents  in 


Prayer.  18. 2.  9.  Vol.  6.  p.  546. 

K\vda>vi^o/iCvoi.  Denumiact.  3.  4.  6. 
Vol.  l.p.  286.  It.  18.  4.  13.  Vol. 
6.  p.  599. 

Koivuvixbc  pioc*  7.  3.9.  VoL  2.  p- 
39. 

KoXv/zjScTov.  The  Fountain  before  the 
Church.  8.  3. 6.  Vol.  2.  p.  122. 

KoXv;A/3//3pa.  The  Font  8.  7.  4.  Vol. 
2.  p.  173.  174. 

Kp^roc*  Acclamations  at  Sermons.  14. 
4.  27.  Vol.  5.  p.  140. 

KvXipdfxaTo,  Churches  buih  in  s 
round  figure.  8.  3.  1.  VoL  2.  p.  118. 

KvpuiKbv.     8.  1.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  77. 

Kyrk.    8.  1.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  77.  78. 

L. 

Laborautes.  An  Order  among  the  In- 
ferior Clergy.  3. 8.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  299. 

Lacunary  Work  in  Churches.  8.  8.  5. 
Vol.  2.  p.  198. 
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iMici.  Lajrmen.  The  Antiquity  of 
the  Distinction  hetween  Laity  and 
Clergy,  1.  6.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  31. 

Offices  of  Laity  and  Clergy  al' 


ways  distinct.  1. 5.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  32. 
to  34. 

Lmnbi  Christ  not  to  be  pictured  in 
the  Figure  of  a  Lamb.  8.  8.  11.  Vol. 
2.  p.  208. 209. 

-Offering  of  a  Lamb  on  Easter- 


Lawyert;  capable  of  ordination  in  some 
Churches,  not  in  others.  4.  4.  6. 
Vol.  1.  p.  380. 

Clergymen  not  to  turn  Law 


Day  in  the  Roman  Church  censured. 
15.  2.  3.  Vol.  5.  p.  205.  206. 

Lampetian  Uereticks.  20.  3.  5.  Vol.  7. 
p.  48. 

Lamps  and  Garlands,  forbidden  on  New- 
Year'S'Day.  16.  4.  17.  Vol.  6.  p. 
204. 

Burning  by  Day  in  Cemiteries 

censured  as  an  Heathenish  Custom. 
8.  6.  21.  Vol.  2.  p.  164.  lu  16.  4. 
17.  Vol.  6.  p.  202. 

Lands  a  Part  of  the  Church's  Reve- 
nues. 5.  4.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  468. 

No   Laws  made  to  prohibit 

giving  of  Lands  to  the  Church.  5.  4. 
6.  Vol.  1.  p.  470.471. 

Removing  of  Landmarks  cen- 


yert.  6.  4.  11.  Vol.  l.p.  574. 

Exactions  and  Bribery  cen- 
sured. 16.  12.  12.  Vol.  6.  p.  410. 
411. 

Lay^Communion,  15.  5.  1.  Vol.  5.  p. 
342.  to  350.  lu  17.  2.  1.  VoL  6.  p. 
454. 

Reducing  a  Clerk  to  Lay  Com^ 


sured  as  Robbery.  16.  12.8.  VoL  6. 
p.  404. 

Lanista.  Fencing-Masters,  censured  as 
Murderers.  16.  10.  13.  Vol.  6.  p. 
354. 

Lapides  saeri.  Landmarks,  16.  12.  8. 
Vol.  6.  p.  404. 

Lapseri  not  to  be  ordained.  4.  3.  7. 
VoL  l.p.  363. 

Clergy  lapsing  to  be  degraded. 

6.  2.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  606. 507.  It.  17. 
5.1.  Vol.6,  p. 488. 

Laura,  A  Monastery.  7.  2.  2.  VoL  2. 
p.  10. 

Lawi  of  the  Church.    See  Canons, 

Lam  Imperial,  published  in  Churches. 
2.  17.18.    VoL  l.p.  181. 


munion  the  same  as  totally  degrad- 
ing. 17.2.3.  VoL  6.  p.  455.  456. 

Lay-  Chancellors.  Their  Original.  2.7. 
5.  VoL  1.  p.  93.  94. 

Lay-Elden  not  the  same  with  the  Se- 
niores  Ecclesut  in  the  ancient  Church, 
2.  19.  19.  VoL  l.p. 211. 

Laymen*    See  Leaty, 

Laymen^t  Oratory.  The  Nave  of  the 
Church.  8.  5.  2.  VoL  2.  p.  129. 

Priesthood.    See  Baptism  and 

Priesthood, 

Lecticarii  3.  8. 1.  Vol.  1.  p.  299. 

Leetionarium.  The  Order  of  Lessons 
to  be  read  in  the  Church.  14.  3.  3. 
VoL  5.  p.  48.  &c. 

Lectors,    See  Readers, 

AttrsytUx,  13.  1.  8.  Vol.  4.  p.  19. 

Lent,  but  Thirty-six  Days  to  the  Time 
of  Gregory  the  Great.  12.  1.  4.  Vol. 
7.  p.  144. 

Lent-F/i«f,  whether  at  first  Forty  Days, 
or  Forty  hours.  21.  1.  2.  Vol. 
7.  p.  139.  to  142. 

a  perfect  Abstinence  from 

eating  till  Evening..  21  1.  16.  VoL 
7.  p.  162. 

Saturdays    and    Sundays    no 

Fasting  Days  in  Lent.  21.  1.  4; 
VoL  7.  p.  144.  Sec  Saturday  and 
Lord*  S' Day, 
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— —  Sermons  every  Day  in  I^nt, 
13.  9.  d.  Vol.  4.  p.  243.  It.  21.  1. 
20.  Vol.  7.  p.  168. 

Games  and  Plays  forbidden  in 

Lent.  21.  1.  22.  Vol.  7.  p.   170. 
171. 


■  Festivals,  Birthdays,  and  Mar- 

riages not  to  be  celebrated  in  Lent. 
21.  1.  23.  Vol.  7.  p.  172.  It.  22. 
2.  14.  Vol.7,  p.  243.  244. 

Disputes  between  the  Church 

and  the  MontanUtt  about  the  Obser- 
vation of  Lent,  21.  1.  15.  Vol.  7.  p. 
160.  161. 

Leo  Sapiens.   His  Notitia  of  the  Church. 
9.7.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  401. 

Lessoni,  intermingled  with  Psalms  and 
Hymns.  14.  3.  1.  Vol.  5.  p.  44.  45. 

Proper  Lessons  for  certain  Days. 


14.  3.  3.  Vol.  5.  p.  48.  to  53. 

Levites,  The  common  name  of  Dea- 
cons. 2.  20.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  214. 

Libellatici,   16.  4.  6.   Vol.  6.  p.  184. 

Libelling  censured.  16.  13.  2.  Vol.  6. 
p.  436. 

Libra  Occidua,  2.  14.  15.  Vol.  1.  p. 
145. 

LiArari«  of  the  Church.  8.  7.  12.  Vol. 
2.  p.  182.  183. 

Ligatures.  The  use  of  them  to  cure 
Diseases  by  way  of  Charm  and  Spell 
censured.  16.  5.  6  Vol.  6.  p.  226. 
and  229. 

Lights  or  Tapers  used  at  Baptism.  12. 
4.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  326. 

At  reading  the  Gospel.  14.  3. 


ll.Vol.  5.  p.  61. 


In  the  Funeral  Pomp,   23.  2. 

6.  Vol.  7.  p.  322. 

Limina  Martifrum.     Churches.    8.    1. 
11.  Vol.2.'  p.  93. 

Linca.     Not  a  Rochet.  6.  4.  20.  Vol. 
l.p.591. 


Litanies.  Tlieir  Original.  13.  1.  10. 
Vol.  4.  p.  24.  25. 

Lilania  Major  and  Minor,  13.  1.  11. 
Vol.  4.  p.  27. 

Liturgies,  or  stated  Forms  of  Prayer. 
The  Antiquity  of  them  and  Use  in 
the  Church.  13.  5.  1.  Vol.  4.  p.  97. 

Formed  by  Bishops  for  the  Use 

of  their  own  Churches.  2.  6.  2.  Vol. 
].  p.  85.  It.  13.  5.  1.  Vol.  4.  p. 
98. 


Clerks  to  be  deposed  who  neg- 
lect to  use  the  Liturgy.  17.  5.  8. 
Vol.  6.  p.  499.  500. 

Why  most  of  the  ancient  Litiir- 

gies  are  lost.  13. 5. 3.  Vol.  4.  p.  100. 
101. 


Extract  of  an  ancient  Litirrgy 

out  of  St.  Chrtisostom^s  Works.  13. 6. 
1.  Vol.  4.  p.  162.  to  168. 


— —  An  Accountof  the  JeirwA  Liturm 
gy,  13.  5  4.  Vol.  4.  p.  104.  to  110. 

Localis  Ordinatio.  The  meaning  of  it. 
4.6.2.  Vol.  l.p.  392. 

Loais  Mulierum,  8.  5.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 
133.  134. 

Locus  Virginum,  8.  5.  9.  Vol.  2.  p. 
173.     It.  7.  4.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  72.  73. 

Longi.  Some  Monks  so  called.  7.  2. 
14.  Vol.2,  p.  27. 

Lord*S'Day.  Its  Original.  20.  2.  I. 
Vol.  7.'p.  10. 

All  sports  forbidden  on  this 

Day.  16.  8,  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  3-29.  330. 

Also  secular  Business,  Proceed- 
ings at  Law,  &c.  20.  2.  2.  Vol.  7. 
p.  14.  15. 


Fasting  and  Kneeling  at  Pub- 
lic Prayers  forbidden  on  this  Day. 
16.  8.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  327.  328.  It. 
20.  2.  5.  Vol.  7.  p.  30.  31.  32.  It. 
13.  8.  3.  Vol.  4.  p.  209,  210. 
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CommuQion  given  standiog  on 

this  Day.  13.  8.  3.  Vol.  4.  p.  209. 
210 


Zeal  of  the  Ancients  in  obser- 
ving the  Lovd's'Day.  20.  2.  7.  Vol. 
7.  p.  33.  34. 

Censure  of  such  as  any  ways 


profaned  the  LordCi-Dait.  16.  8.  1. 
Vol.  6.  p.  325.  It.  20. 2.  12.  Vol.  7. 
p.  39.  40. 

Ixnt  Goods  not  to  be  detained.  16.  12, 
6.  Vol.  6.  p.  401.  402. 

KiiiTayfQ.      Wandering  Beggars  cen- 
sured. 11.  5.  8.  Vol.  3.  p.  191. 

7»fs  for  Divination  condemned.  16.5. 
3.  Vol.  6.  p.  219.  220. 

Divisory  LoU  allowed.  16.  5. 3. 


Vol.  6.  p.  221.222. 


Sometime  used  in  the  Desig- 
nation of  the  Clergy.  4.  1.  1.  Vol. 
l.p.  329.  330. 

/^wf-Frasts  at  the  Communion.  15.  6. 

7.  8.  Vol.  5.  p.  400.  408. 

Why  abolished.  8.  10.  1.  Vol. 

2.  p.  226.     It.  15.  7.  9.  Vol.  5.  p. 
408.  to  410. 

AHrptK    Baths  belonging  to  the  Church. 

8.  7.  13.  Vol.  2.  p.  186. 

hucerrut.     See  J^mja, 

Lucemalis  Oratio.   3.  3.  4.  Vol.  1.  p. 
280. 

Lueernarium  and  Auxva>|/ia.  13.9.  7. 
Vol.  4.  p.  246. 

Lucratbie  Tax.  3.  5.  11.  Vol.  1.  p. 
455. 

Lucre  Filthy,  censured.  5.  4.  13.  Vol. 
l.p.  478.  It.6.  2.9.  Vol.  l.p.  520. 
It.  16.  6.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  219.  It.  16. 
12. 5.  Vol.  6.  p.  402. 

Ludi  Sacerdolales,  5.  3.  4.  Vol.  1.  p. 
446. 

;Not  to  be  exhibited  to  the  Peo- 
ple by  any  Christian.  1(>.  4.  8.  Vol. 
O.  p.  188.     See  Munerani. 


Xiimmvm.    Dieg  iMminnm,   F.piphany" 
Festival.  20.  4.  7.  Vol.  7.  p.  65. 

Lustralis  CoUatio,    A  Tax  so  called.  5. 
3.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  448. 

The  Clergy  excused  from  it. 


Ibid,p,  449. 

Lying  censured.  16.  13.  5.  Vol.  6.  p* 
439.  to  443. 

M. 

Macarians.  a  Name  of  Keproach 
cast  upon  the  Catholict  by  the  Dona' 
ri«5. 16.2.4.  Vol.  6.  p.  75. 

Maecaheen,  Their  Festival.  20.  7.  13. 
Vol.  7.  p.  124.  195. 

Mafmies,  IMonk*s  Garments.  7.  3.  6. 
Vol.  2.  p.  33.  to  36. 

Magicians  censured.  16.  5.  5.  Vol.  6. 
p.  224. 225. 

A  Name  of  I^eproach  cast  upon 

al!  Christians  by  the  Heathens.    I.  2. 
5.Vol.l.p.  13. 

Magister  Disciplintr.  The  Superinten- 
dant  of  the  Inferior  Clergy  in  Bi- 
shops' Families.  3.  1.  4.  Vol.  1.  p. 
272. 

Magistrates,  under  the  Spiritual  juris- 
diction of  Bishops.  2.  4.  3.  Vol.  1 . 
p.  74. 

To  be   Excommunicated    for 


great  Offences.   16.  3.  5.  Vol.  6.  p. 
121. 


But  not  deprived  of  their  Power 


by  the  Discipline  of  the  Church.  16. 
2.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  77.  78. 

had  Power  over  the  Clergy 


in  greater  Criminal  Causes.  5.  2. 12. 
Vol.  l.p.  434.435. 

But  not  in  mere  Ecclesiastical 


Causes.  5.  2.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  429. 

Magnijicat  Hymn.    14,  2.  7.  Vol.  6. 
p.  38. 

Majores.  A  Name  of  Jewisii  Ministers. 
16.  6. 2.  Vol.  6.  p.  244. 
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Maiuma.  A  lascivious  Heathen  Game 
censured.  16.  11.  12.  Vol.  6.  p. 
388.  389. 

MaUJici.  Magicians  censured.  16.  5. 
5.  Vol.  6.  p.  224.  225. 

Man,  Isle  of,  had  but  seventeen  Parishes 
in  it.  9.  8.  ConeUu,  Vol.  2.  p.  437. 

Mdvdpat,  A  Monastery.  7.  2.  14. 
Vol.  2.  p.  27. 

Manicheet  rejected  Baptism.  11.2.4. 
Vol.  3.  p.  127. 

And  Marriage.  22.  1.  7.  Vol. 


7.  p.  210. 

MansUnmriL  Stewards  of  the  Lands 
under  Bishops.  3.  13.  1.  Vol.  1.  p. 
322. 

Man-slaughter,  how  punished.   16.  10. 

8.  Vol.  6.  p.  347.  348. 

Man-stealing  censured.  16.  12.  2.  Vol. 
6.  p.  399. 

Manumission.    See  Slaves, 

Maranatha,  16.  2.  16.  Vol.  6.  p.  106. 
to  109, 

Marcionites  baptized  the  living  for  the 
Dead.  1 1.  4.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  153. 

And  rejected  all  married  Per- 
sons from  Baptism.  11.  5.  12.  Vol. 
3.  p.  198. 

And   allowed   Baptism  to  be 

repeated  three  Times.  12.  5.  2.  Vol. 
3.  p.  339. 

MarcianiiU.  20. 3.  5.  Vol.  7.  p.  48. 

Mareasians,  Heretics  who  rejected  or 
corrupted  Baptism.  11.  2.  1.  Vol.  3. 
p.  124. 

Marriage  condemned  by  many  ancient 
Heretics.  22.  1.  5.  Vol.  7.  p.  208. 
209. 

Second  Marriages  condemned 

by  the  Montanists  and  Novatians, 
H».  11.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  376.  to  379. 
li.  22.  1.  10.  Vol.  7.  p.  213.  214. 


— —  Christians  not  to  marry  with 
Heathens,  Jews,  Heretics,  &c.  22. 
2.  1.  Vol.  7.  p.  215.  to  222.  It. 
16.  6.  10.  Vol.  6.  p.  261. 

Children  not  to  marry  without 

the  Consent  of  their  Parentsi.  16. 9. 
2.  Vol.  6.  p.  332.  to  334.  IL  22. 
2.  4.  Vol.7,  p.  226.  227. 

Nor  Slaves  without  the  Con- 
sent of  their  Masters.  16. 9.  3.  VoL 
6.  p.  335.   It.  22.  2.  5.  Vol.  7.  p. 

228. 


Judges  not  to  many  any  Wo- 
man of  their  Province  during  the 
Time  of  their  Administration.  22. 
2.  7.  Vol.  7.  p.  230.  231. 

Guardians  not  to  marry  Or- 
phans in  their  minority.  22.  2.  10. 
Vol.  7.  p.  233. 


None  to  inarry  within  the  pro- 
hibited Degrees  of  Consangnini^ 
and  affinity.  22.  2.  3.  Vol.  7.  p. 
223.  to  226.     See  Incest, 


Women  not  to  marry  in  the 


Absence  of  their  Husbands,  till  they 
be  certified  of  their  Death.  22.  2. 
9.  Vol.  7.  p.  232. 

Widows    not    to   marry    till 


Twelve  Months  after  their  Hus- 
band's Deatli.  22.  2.  8.  VoL  7.  p. 
231. 


Penitents  not  to  marry  in  the 


Time  of  their  performing  Public  Pe- 
nance. 18.  2.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  545.  54b\ 

When  first  the  Marriage  of  Spi- 


ritual Relations  began  to  be  forbid- 
den. 11.8.  12.  Vol.  3.  p.  249.  It. 
22.2.  11.  Vol.  7.  p.  233. 


Whether  a  Man  or    Woman 

might  marry  after  a  lawful  Divorce. 
16.  11.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  371  to  376. 
22.  2.  12.  Vol.  7.  p. 234.  to  241. 


Whether  an  Adulterer  might 

marry  an  Adulteress.  22.  2. 13.  Vol. 
7.  p.  241  to  243. 

Marriage  of  the  Clergj*.     See  Celibaty. 
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Marriage  of  9  IVfonks  not  annnlled.  7. 

3.  23.  Vol.  2.  p.  60. 

Marriage'Coninci  to  be  testified  by 
Wituesses.  22.  3.  8.  Vol.  7.  p.  265. 

jHfama^e* Crown.  22*  4.  6.  Vol.  7.  p. 
272. 273. 

3farrtag'e-Ring.  See  Ring  and  Etpou- 
tais. 

Aforria^es  forbidden  in  Lent.  21.  1.  23. 
Vol.  7.  p.  172.  It.  22.  2.  14.  Vol. 
7.  p.  243.  244. 

To   be  published   beforehand 

in  the  Church.  22.  2.  2.  Vol.  7.  p. 
222. 

— To  be  celebrated  by  the  Public 

Ministers  of  the  Church.  22.  4.  1. 
Vol.  7.  p.  262. 

In  what  Cases  allowed,  when 

done  by  others.  22.  4.  2.  Vol.  7.  p. 
268. 

Married  Persons  not  to  turn  Monks 
without  mutual  Consent.  7.  3.  3. 
Vol.  ^p.30. 

Married  persons  not  to  do  Penance  but 
by  Consent.  18.  2.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  545, 

Martyria  and  Martyrum  Memori<t,  Mar- 
tyries  or  Churches.  8.  1.8.  Vol.  2. 
p.  86.  and  1.  11.  p.  93. 

Marttfrarii.  Keepers  of  such  Churches. 
8.7.  n.Vol.  2.p,  181. 

Martyrt  how  honoured  in  the  ancient 
Church.  13.  9.  5.  Vol.  4.  p.  241. 
242. 

• Not  worshipped.  13.  3.  2.  Vol. 

4.  p.  67. 

Their  Festivals  or  Birth-Days, 


how  observed.  13.  9.  5.  Vol.  4.  p. 
240.  to  343.  It.  20.  7.  1.  Vol.  7. 
p.  105.  106. 

Their  Acts  or  Passions  taken 


by  Notaries.    See  Notaries, 

Their  Acts  read  in  Churches. 


13. 9.  5.  Vol.  4.  p.  241.  It.  14.  3. 
14.  Vol.  5.  p.  64.  It.  20.  7,  6. 
Vol.  7.  p.  109. 

VOL.  IX. 


Their  Privilege  in  interoedmg 

for  Lapsers,  and  moderating  their 
Penance,  16.  3.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  119. 
It.  18.  4.  10.  Vol.  6.  p.  595.  See 
Indulgenett, 

The  'Estates  of  Martyrt,  dying 


without  Heirs,  given  to  the  Church. 
5.  4.  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  474. 

Martyrologiet  and  KaUndars,  how  they 
differed.  20.  7.  4.  Vol.  7.  p.  109. 

Matt  or  Miua.  The  ancient  name  of 
Divine  Service  in  general,  13.  1.  4. 
Vol.  4.  p.  1.  13.14. 

Private  Mau  a  Novelty.  15.  4. 


4.  Vol.  5.  p.  301  to  307. 


Presbyters  not  ordained  to  say 

Mau  for  the  Quick  and  Dead,  2.  19. 
17.  Vol.  1.  p.  207. 

Mathema.  The  Creed.  10.  3.  3.  Vol. 
3.  p.  53. 

Mathematici.  Astrologers  censured.  16. 
5.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  213. 

Matrieula,  The  Roll  of  the  Church. 
1.6.  10.  Vol.  1.  p.  37. 

The  Register  of  Bishops'  Ordi- 
nation kept  in  the  Primate's  CfanHi. 
2.  16.  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  153.  J 

Matrix  Eccletia.  8.  1 .  12.  Vol.  2.  p. 
95.    It.8.  7.  6.  Vol.2.p.  176. 

Matrona.  The  Name  of  a  JewUh 
Temple.   16.  6.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  246. 

Matutina,  Mattins  or  Morning  Prayer. 
13.9.  10.  Vol.  4.  p.  253. 

Mediator*,  in  what  Sense  Priests  so 
called  between  God  and  Men.  2.  19. 
16.  Vol.  l.p.  205. 

Melote$,  7.  3.  6.  Vol.2,  p.  34. 

Memori(t  Martyrum,  Churches.  8.1. 
8.  Vol.  2.  p.  87. 

Mcuvfjulvoi  laamv*  The  Meaning  of 
the  Phrase,  10.  6.  8.  Vol.3,  p.  105. 

Men  and  Women  in  distinct  Places  of 
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the  Church.   8. 5.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  133 
to  135. 

Menandriam,  Heretics  that  changed 
the  Form  of  Baptism.  11.  3.  5.  Vol. 
3.  p.  141. 

Mendicantt.  Nooe  among  the  ancient 
Monks.     7.  3.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.  40. 

Menta  Martyr  is,  A  Church.  8.  1.  9. 
Vol.2.  p.*89. 

Mtma  Mtfstktt.  The  Communion  Ta- 
ble. 8.  6.  14.     Vol.  2.  p.  152.  153. 

Menturrui  Divitio.  5.  4.  3.  Vol.  1.  p. 
468. 

M^vvrpa.  The  Reward  for  restoring 
lost  Goods.  16. 12. 5.  Vol.  6.  p.  401 . 

Mercy  of  God  to  peninent  Sinners.  A 
Sennou  thereon.  Vol.  8.  p,  389  to 
406. 

MemUiaru.  Their  Opinion  of  Baptism. 
11.2.5.  Vol.  3.  p.  129  to  132. 

'M.€ravoias  x^^P^'  ^*  ^*  17.  Vol.  2.  p.  106. 

Intula  Metantut,  7.  3.  15.  Vol.  2. 

p.  47. 

Mttatunu  A  Tax  so  called,  5.  3.  7. 
yoLl.p.450.  451. 

Mtatat  Antichrist  i.  Ibid. 

Metatorium.  The  Vestry.  8.  7.  10. 
Vol.  2.  p.  180. 

Metrocomia,  A  Mother- Village.  9.  2. 
7.  Vol.  2.  p.  298. 

Metropolitans,  See  Primates* 

Mi^ptov.  Temple  of  the  Sun  at  Alex- 
anuria  given  to  the  Church.  5.  4.  10. 
Vol.  l.p.  476. 

Milan  never  subject  to  the  Bishop  of 
Rome.  9.  I.  11.  Vol.2,  p.  271. 

Militia,  A  general  Name  for  all  Offi- 
cers Military  and  Civil.  6.  4.  9.  Vol. 
l.p.  572. 

Militia  CastrensiSf  Palatina,  Frtesidialis 
and  Cohortalis.  The  difference  be- 
tween them,  and  that  they  were  all 
inconsistent  with  the  Clerical  Ordi- 
nation. 4.  4.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  374. 

Milk  and  Honey  given  to  the  newly 
Baptized.  12.  4. 6.  Vol.  3.  p.  329. 


OifiNPed  tt  the  Ahar  upon  tint 

Account.  15.  2.  3.  Vol.  5.  p.  204. 

205. 

MtroeJe-Mongers  censored.  16.  6*  7. 
Vol.  6.  p.  234. 

Mitsa.  What  it  andently  ligBified. 
13. 1.  4.  vol.  4.  p.  13  to  15. 

Miua  CatBchumenorum,  13.  1.  1  &  2. 
Vol.4,  p.  8.  It.  14.  1.  1.  VoL5. 
p.  1. 

Mista  Fidelium.  13.  1.  3.  Vol.4,  p.  11. 
&  12.  It.  15.  1. 1.  Vol.  5.  p.  176. 

Missa  Pnuanet^ioatormiu  15.  4.  12. 
Vol .  5.  p.  328  to  330.  It.  15.  5.  1. 
Vol.  5.  p.  779. 

Missa  Solitaria,  A  Novel  Corruption, 
15.  4.  4.  Vol.  5.  p.  301. 

Missa  sicca  and  Nautiea.  Another  Cor- 
ruption. 15.  4.  5.  Vol.  5  p.  307. 
308.  309. 

Missa  Bifaeiata  and  Trifaeiata,  An 
Invention  of  later  Ages.    Ibid, 

Missa  Noctuma.  Morning-Prayer.  13. 
1.4.  Vol.  4.  p.  14. 

Missa  Vetperiina,  Evening  Prayer* 
Ibid. 

Missa.  The  Lessons  of  Scripture. 
Ibid. 

Missa.  The  Dismission  of  the  People, 
who  were  sent  away  with  the  Forai, 
Ite,  Missa  est,  the  same  as  the  Greek, 
avoXvia^tlv  Uprivy  13.  1.  4.  Vol. 
5.  p.  14. 

Mcraroi'.     See  Metatum. 

Mitre  of  Bishops.  2.  9.  5.  Vol.  1.  p. 
100.101. 

Mitre  of  Virgins.  7.  4.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  69. 

Monachus.     See  Monks, 

Movdi.  Monasteries,  7.  2.  14.  Vol.  2. 
p.  27. 

Monas(eria,   Monasteries,  Ibid. 

Monasteria.  Ministers.  8.  1.  11  Vol.  2. 
p.  93.  94. 
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PaUnurditl  MmuuUrm.  7.  3. 


14.  Vol.  2.  p.  46. 


Intrusion  into  a  Menattery,  a 


Punishment  put  upon  the  Delinquent 
Clergy.    17.  4.  11.  Vol.  6.  p.  485. 

MoniaUt.  Nuns.  7.  4.  8.  Vol.2,  p.  73. 

Mtmh.  Their  Original  and  Difference 
from  the  Primitive  Aicetiekt.  7.  1.4. 
&  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  5  to  8. 

Originally  no  more  than  Laymen. 

7.2.7.  Vol.  2  p.  14. 

Clerical  Monks,    Their  Original. 


7. 2.  8.  Vol.  2.  p.  17  to  20. 

Monks  always  subject  to  the  Bishop  of 
Ae  Diocese  where  they  lived,  2.  4. 
2.  Vol.  1.  p.  73.  It.  7.  3.  14.  Vol. 
2.  p.  44. 

Monks  lived  all  upon  their  own  Labour. 
No  Mendicants  among  them.  7.3.  10. 
Vol.  2.  p.  40. 

No  solemn   Vow  required   of 


Monks,  7.  3.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  36. 


Marriage   of  Monks  not  an- 


nulled.  7.  3. 23.  Vol.  2.  p.  60. 


Deserting  Monkshow  punished. 

7.  3.  24.  Vol.  2.  p.  61. 

Monks  never  encroached  upon  the 
Rights  of  the  Parochial  Clergy.  7. 
3.  19.  Vol.2,  p.  54. 


Forbidden  to  dwell   in  Cities. 

7.  3.  20.  Vol.  2.  p.  55. 

Monks  not  to  meddle  with  Civil  Offices. 
7. 3.  18.  Vol.  2.  p.  53. 


-~— —  Curiales  not  to  turn  Monks.  7. 
3.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  27.  28. 

Nor  Children  without  Consent 


of  their  Parents.  7.  3.  4.  Vol.  2.  p. 
31.  It.  16.9.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  331. 

Nor  Slaves  without  the  Consent 


of  their  Masters.  7.  3.  2.  Vol.  2.  p. 
29. 


Nor  married  Persons  without 

mutual  Consent.  7.  3.  3.  Vol.  2.  p. 
30. 


-Children  not  to  be  laade  Motdu 


against  their  own  Conaent.  7.  3.  5. 
Vol.  2.  p.  32. 


Officers  among  the  Monks,  De^ 

cani,    Cmitenaru,  Patres.  7.  3.  11. 
VoL2.p.41. 

spiritual     Exercisev   of     the 


Monks.  7.  3. 15,  &c.  Vol.2,  p.  46. 

Monks  of  the  Renunciative  and  Com- 
municative life.  How  they  diflfeied. 
7.3.9.  Vol.  2.  p.  38.39. 

Secular  Monks  and  CaiMfif  Bf- 


gular.  7.  2. 6.  Vol.  2.  p.  18.  14. 

Of  the  names  of  the  ancient 

Mo7iks,  Anchorets.  Hermits,  OenoMtes, 
SynoditeSf  Sarabaitde,Remboth,  StyHtm, 
AexmeUB,  BoffKol,  Benedictins,  GyrO' 
vagi,  Apostolics,  Hesychasta,  Conti* 
nentes,  Silentiarii,  RenuneianUt, 
Phihthei,  Therapeultt,  CelluUmi,  Cut- 
dees.  7.  2.  1.  VoL  2.  p.  9.  See 
under  these  several  Titles,  and  7.  3. 
14.  Vol.  2.  p.  45.  particularly  of  the 
Culdees. 


Habit   and  Tonsure  of  Monks, 

as  wearing  Chains  and  Crosses,  and 
walking  barefoot  censured,  7.  3.  6. 
Vol.  2.  p.  33. 

Canonical  Hours    of  Prayer 


used  by  some  Monks,  not  by  others. 
7.  3.  17.  Vol.  2.  p.  49.  See  Co- 
nonical  Hours, 

Monogamy,  In  what  Sense  required  oi 
the  Clergy.  4. 5.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  382. 


And  of  Deaconesses.  2. 22.  5. 

Vol.  1.  p.  250.  "^ 

And  of  the   mdewt  of  the 


Church,  7.  4.  9.  Vol.  2.  p.  73.  74. 
76. 

Montanists  changed  the  Form  of  Bap- 
tism. 11.  3.  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  142. 

Baptized  Men  after  Death.  11. 

4.  3.  Vol.  3.  p.  153. 

Disputed  with    the    Chuicli 


about  second  Marriages.  22.  1*  10. 
Vol.  7.  p.  213.  214. 

And  about  Fasting.  21.  !•  15. 


Vol.  7.  p.  160.  161 


I  2 


52 


INDEX 


■         And  about  wearing  the  Sol- 
dier's Crown,  and  Flying  in  Time 
of  Persecution.  16.  4.  8.  Vol.  6.  p. 
> 188.  189. 

Moon,  Superstitious  Obsenration  of  its 
EcUpse.  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  230. 

New  Moom  superstitiously  ob- 

•erved.  16.  4.  17.  Vol.  6.  p.  203. 

Momirig-Prayer,  13.  9.  7.  Vol.  4.  p. 
244.  245.  It.  13.  10.  1.  Vol.  4.  p. 
267. 

Bioming'Ben^dieiion,  and  Thanksgiving. 
13.  lO.S.Vol.  4.  p.  264. 

Marning-Hynuu  13.  10.  9.  Vol.  4.  p. 
264.265. 

Mortal  and  Venial  Sins,  how  distin- 
guished in  the  ancient  Discipline  of 
the  Church.  16.  3.  14.  Vol.  6.  p. 
159. 170. 

Mosaic  Work  in  Churches,  8.  8.  5. 
Vol.  2.  p.  198. 

Mother-Churchet,  9.  1.  12.  Vol.  2.  p. 
95.  It.  8.  7.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  176. 

Mothtr-Villages.  9. 2. 7.  Vol.  2.  p.  297. 
&c.     See  Metrocomiaznd  Matrix, 

Mourners  or  Weepers .  A  n  order  of  Pe- 
nitents so  called.  18.  1.  3.  Vol.  6. 
p.  532.  533. 

Mmtming-Habit,  23.  3.  21.  Vol.  7.  p. 
353. 

Mourning- Women.  Pretficet,  hired  to 
lament  at  Funerals,  condemned.  23. 

3.  18.  Vol.  7.  p.  348.349. 

Miffitnc  and  fivrayuyia.  Names  of 
Baptism.  11. 1.  10.  Vol.  3.  p.  123. 

MummieSf  how  kept  by  the  Egyptians. 
23.  4.  8.  Vol.  7.  p.  367. 

Munera  tordida.  The  Clergy  exempt 
from  servile  0£5ces  under  that  Name, 
5.3.  12.  Vol.  l.p.  456. 

Munera  dantei  and  Munerarii.  Chris- 
tians exhibiting  the  Public  Shows  to 
the  People,  censured  as  Idolaters.  16. 

4.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  188. 


Mume^  Men  incapable  d  CHdiaa- 
tion.  4.  4.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  378. 

Offices  not  pat  upon  Clergy- 


men. 6.  3.  14.  Vol.  1.  p.  468. 450. 

Murderers  incapable  of  Ordination.  4. 
3.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  363. 

Murder,  in  its  several  Kinds,  how  pa- 
nished.  16. 10.  1.  VoL  6.  p.  340. 

Accessories  to  Murder  cen- 
sored. 16. 10. 9.  &c.  Vol.  6.  p.  349. 

Music,    See  Organe* 

Musivum.    See  Moeakk  Wofk. 

Mytteries  concealed  from  the  Catcdm" 
ment,  with  the  Reasons  of  it.  10. 5. 
1.  Vol.  3.  p.  96.  97. 

Myttica  MentOm    See  Menm, 

Mytticum  Velum,  8.  6.  8.  Vol.  2.  p. 
145. 

N. 

NAGS.     See  Nave  of  the  Churdu 

Narthex  Exterior,  8.  3.  4.  Vol.  2.  p. 
121. 


Interior.  8.  4.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  124. 

125. 

Natale  Episcapi,  The  Day  of  a  Bishop's 
Ordination  observed  as  an  annual 
Festival.  4.  6.  15.  Vol.  l.p.  404.1t 
20.  8.  2.  Vol.  7.  p.  128. 

Natales  Chritti.  ChristmaS'Day,  Its 
Original  and  how  observed.  20.  4. 1. 
Vol.  7.  p.  52. 


Imperatorum,     The  Emperors* 


Inauguration  Days  kept  Festival,  20. 
1.  4.  Vol.  7.  p.  6.  7. 


Martyrum,    The   Passions  of 


Martyrs  called  their  Birthdays.  20, 
7. 1.  Vol.  7.  p.  106. 

Urbium,    Days  kept  annually 


in  Commemoration  of  the  Cities  of 
Rome  and  Constantinople,  20.  1.  5. 
Vol.  7.  p.  8.  9. 
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N4Ualiiia,  Natunl  Birthdays  not  to  be 
kept  in  Ltnt.  21.  1.  23.  Vol.  7.  p. 
172. 

Natatarium,  The  Baptistery.  8.  7.  4. 
VoL2.  p.  173.174. 

Nave  of  the  Church.  8.  5.  1.  Vol.  2.  p. 
129. 

Navieulariu  6.  3.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  446. 
447. 

VavroXSyoi.  Catechists  why  so  call- 
ed. 3.  10.  3.  VoL  1.  p.  307. 

. 

Nasaruns*  A  Name  of  Reproach  cast 
upon  Christians,  1.  2.  1.  Vol.  1.  p. 
10. 

Necromancy  censured.  16. 5.  4.  VoL  6. 
p.  222.  223. 

Nemesiaci.  Conjurers  censured.  16. 5. 
6.  Vol.  6.  p.  232. 

A^€t0-Af(tNmi8uperstitiously  observed.  16. 
4.  17.  Vol.  6.  p.  230. 

New-Year*s-Day     superstidously     ob-  I 
served  by  the  Heathen,   16.  4.   17. 
Vol.  6.  p.  203.  and  207.     It.  20.  1 . 
3.  Vol.  7.  p.  6. 

'Sii^iXoSibtKTai.  Diviners  by  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  Clouds  censured.  16. 6. 6. 
Vol.6,  p. 231. 

Ncforfptci)  tAKiC'  Explained  and  vin- 
dicated from  the  Corruption  of  Sal- 
masius,  2.  10.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  105. 

Nice.  Dissertation  on  the  8th  Canon 
of  the  Council  of.  Vol.  4.  from  p. 
213.  to  p.  253. 

NiU,  Cubit  of  NiU  laid  up  in  the 
Church.  8.  10.  12.  Vol.  2.  p.  238. 

Nocturne.  13.  10.  11.  Vol.  4.  p.  269. 

Nonna  and  v6vie,  A  Nun.  7.  4,  8. 
Vol.  2.  p.  73. 

Non-Residence  censured.  17.  5.  28. 
Vol.  6.  p.  517.  It  6. 4. 7.  Vol.  1.  p. 
567. 

Noon-Day  Service.  13.  9.  12.  Vol.  4.  p. 
255. 


Notarii.  3.  13.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  325. 
Notitia  Imperii.  9. 1.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  955. 
Ecclesie.  9.  1.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 


257.  to  263. 

Eccletict  per  Leonem  Imper,  9. 

7.  Vol.  2.  p.  401.  to  423. 

Novatians  condemned  second  Mar- 
riages. 16.  11.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  377. 
378.  379.  It.  22.  1. 10.  Vol.  7.  p. 
213. 


How  they  differed  from  the  Ca^ 

tholics  in  Point  of  Church- Discipline 
and  Absolution.  18.  4.  5.  Vol.  6.  p. 
587.  588.  589. 


Why  received  into  the  Church 


vnthout  a  new  Ordination.  4.  7.  8. 
VoL  1.  p.  412. 

NovendiaU.  23.  3.  19.  VoL  7.  p.  356. 

Novitiolu     CaUehumens.  10.  1.  1.  Vol. 
3.  p.  1. 

NuUatenenses.    Bishops  without  a  Sec. 
4.6.2.  VoL  l.p.  392. 

A^tift.     See  Nonna, 

Nunc  Dimittis  Hymn.  14.  2.  5.  VoL  5. 
p.  36. 

Nymp}unim.    The  Fountain  before  the 
-Church.  8. 3.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  122. 


O. 


OATHS  lawful  to  be  taken  upon  neces- 
sary Occasions.  16.  7.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
310. 

Oath  of  Allegiance.    See  Allegiance, 

Bishops  not  obliged  to  give 


Testimony  upon  Oath,  5.  2.  2.  Vol. 
1.  p.  427.    See  Swearing. 

Obedience  a  necessary  Part  of  the  Bap- 
tismal Covenant.  11.  7.  6.  VoL  3.  p. 
224. 

OblatioHoriuwu  The  Place  where  the 
People's  Offerings  were  taken  and 
laid.  8.  6. 29.  Vol.  2.  p.  167.  168. 
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Oblations.  What  to  be  reoeived  at  tbe 
Altar,  what  not.  16.  2.  3.  Vol.  5.  p. 
203  to  206. 


— «  Not  to  be  received  from  scan- 
dalous Persons.  15.  2.  2.  Vol.  5.  p. 
198. 

Oblation  of  a  Lamb  in  the  RMtan  Church 
on  Easter  Day  censured.  15.  2.  3. 
Vol.  5.  p.  205. 

Oblation-Prayer,  15.  2.  4.  Vol.  5.  p. 
206. 


The  Names  of  such  as  made 

Oblations  recited.  15.  2.  4.  Vol.  5.  p. 
206.     See  Offerre  Nomina, 

Oblation*  for  the  Dead.  23. 3.  13.  Vol. 
7.  p  341. 


One  Part  of  the  Clergy's  Re- 


venues. 5.  4.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  466. 

Some  Weekly,  some  Monthly. 


Ibid, 


The   most    valuable  Part  of 

Church  Revenues.  5.  4.  15.  Vol.  1. 
p.  481. 

Observation  of  Days  and  Accidents 
censured.  16.  5.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  236.  to 
240. 

Oeconomus,  The  Steward  of  the 
Church.  3.  12.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  318. 
319. 

Oecumenical  Bishop.  A  Title  given  to 
the  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  2.  17. 
21.  Vol.  J.  p.  183. 

Offering  of  Bread  and  Wine  in  the  Eu- 
eharist.  In  what  Sense  allowed  to 
Deacons.  2.  20.  7.  Vol.  l.p.  218. 

Offerre  Nomina.  The  meaning  of  it. 
2.  20.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  216.  It.  15.  2. 
4.  Vol.  5.  p.  206. 

Offices  Personal,  Curial,  Servile,  &c. 
not  imposed  upon  the  Clergy.  5.  3. 
13.  Vol.  l.p.  457. 

OUoQ,  A  Church.  8. 1.13.  Vol.  2.  p.  98. 

Ol|*ia  Prayers  called  Prefaces.  15.  1. 
4.  Vol.  5.  p.  193. 


Qniffif*  ObsefVftlioti  of  ttsin  ccntucd. 
16.  5.  2.  Vol.  6.  p.  218.  It.  16. 5. 

.    8.  Vol.  6.  p.  236.  &c. 

^Oftofinov,  Reasons  for  stickhi^  to  tint 
Word  against  the  Arians.  6.  3. 10. 
Vol.  l.p.  551. &c. 

Oppression  censured.  16.  12.  9.  Vol.  6. 
p.  405. 

Optimates,  Their  Power  in  Electioiif  of 
the  Clergy.  4.  2. 18.  Vol.  1.  p.  354, 
See  Clergy-EUetumsm 

Oraculum  C^dette,  A  Name  giiren  to 
the  Emperor's  Edicts.  8.  1.  3.  Vol. 
2  p.  79. 

Orare,  To  bid  Prayer,  the  OflBce  of 
Deacons.  2.  20.  10.  Vol.  1.  p.  223. 

Orarium.  A  sacred  vestment.  2. 20. 10. 
Vol.  1.  p.  224.  It.  13.  8.  2.  Vol. 
4.  p.  208. 

Oratories  and  Churches.  How  diey 
differ.  8.  1.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  81. 

Laymen*S'OraUny,  8.5.2.  Vol.2. p. 
130. 

Orders.  What  the  Ancients  mean  by 
different  Order*  of  Bishops  and 
Presbyters.  2.  1.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  39. 
40. 


The  Inferior    Orders  of  the 

Clergy,  nut  of  Apostolical,  but  only 
Ecclesiastical  Institutution.  3.  1.  1. 
Vol.  l.p.  267.268.  269. 

How  they  differed  firom  the 

superior  Orders,  3.  1.  6.  VoL  1.  p. 
273. 


— —  No  Imposition  of  Hands  used 
in  their  Ordination.  3.  1.  6.  Vol.  1. 
p.  274. 

Inferior  Orders  a  sort  of  Nur- 


sery for  the  Hierarchy.  3.  1 .  4,  Vol. 
l.p.  271. 

Inferior  Orders  not  to  return  to 


a  secular  Life  again.  3.  1.  5.  VoL  1. 
p. 273. 

Inferior    Orders  allowed    to 


work  at  a  manual  Trade.  5.  3.  6. 
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Vol.  1.  p.  449.  It.  6.  4.  13.  Vol.  1. 
p.  576. 

Ordination  rf  Bitkopt, 


Bishops  not  to    be   ordained 

under  Thirty  Years  of  Age.  2.  10. 
1.  Vol.  1.  p.  103.  104. 

of  Boys  to  be  Bishops  in  the 

Romish  Church  censured.  2.  10.  1. 
Vol.  l.p.  106. 


Cursory  Ordination  of  Bishops, 

not  going  through  the  Inferior  Or- 
ders, censured  as  uncanonical.  2.  10. 
4-  Vol.  1.  p.  108. 


Yet  sometimes  Deacons,  and 

the  inferior  Orders,  and  Laymen 
ordained  Bishops  without  any  Regu- 
lar Progression.  2.  10.  5.  ice.  Vol. 
1.  p.  109. 


What  Time  allowed  after  a 

Bishop*s  Death  to  the  Ordination  of 
a  new  Bishop.  2.  11.  1.  Vol.  l.p. 
113.  114.115. 

of  a  Bishop,  to  be  performed 

by  Three  Bishops.  2.  11.  4.  Vol.  1. 
p.  116.  117. 


By  one  Bishop  sometimes  al- 


lowed. 2.  11.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  118. 


of  Bishops  to  be  celebrated  in 

their  own  Churches.  2.  11.  7.  Vol. 
l.p.  120. 


Book  of  the  Gotpels,  laid  upon 


the  Head  of  Bishops  at  their  Ordina- 
tion, 2.  11.  8.  Vol.  l.p.  121. 

All  the  Bishops  present  to  lay 


on  Hands  in   the    Ordination   of  a 
Bishop.  Ibid. 


Form  of  Prayer  used  at  a  Bi- 

shop^s  Ordination.  2.   11.  9.  Vol.   1. 
p.  122. 

No  one  to  be  ordained  Bishop, 

who  was  under  the  sentence  of  De- 
position. 17.  5.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  492. 

—  Bishops  not  to  ordain  their  own 
Successors.  2.  13.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  135. 


It.  17.  6.  8.  Vd.  6.  p.  494.    See 

Biikop*i  Ordination,  under  the  Title 
of  Biihops, 

Ordination  of  Presbyters  and  Deacons 
never  intrusted  in  the  hands  of  Pres- 
byters only.  2.  3.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  64. 
65. 

Ordination  of  Presbyters  to  be  performed 
by  the  Bishops  and  Presbyters  toge- 
ther. 2.  19.  10.  Vol.  1.  p.  191. 

Ordination  of  Presbyters  without  Unc- 
tion, or  delivering  of  Vessels,  or 
authority  to  offer  Sacrifice  for  the 
Quick  and  Dead.  2.  19.  17.  Vol.  1. 
p.  207.  208.  It.  4.  6.  13.  VoL  1. 
p.  403. 

Ordination  given  to  Presbyters  Kneeling, 
with  the  Signs  of  the  Cross,  and  Kisa 
of  Peace.  2.  19.  17.  Vol.  1.  p.  207. 
It.  4.  6.  10.  Vol.  1.  p.  401. 

Form  of  ordaining  Deacons.  2. 20. 

3.  Vol.  l.p.  215. 

Indelible   Character  of,  what 

meant  by.  17.  2.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  458. 
459. 

Rules  about  Ordination  in  gene- 
ral. 4.  3.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  357.  It.  17. 
5.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  490.  &c. 

Enquiry  to   be    made   into  the 

Faith  and  Morals  of  such  as  were  to 
he  ordained.  4.  3.2.  Vol.  1.  p.  358. 

The  Canons  of  the  Church  to  be 


read  to  every  one  at  his  Ordination, 
4.  6. 1.  Vol.  1.  p.  391.  392. 

OrdinatUm'noi  to  be  given  to  Strangers 
out  of  their  own  Church.  4.  3.  5. 
Vol.  l.p.  360. 

Nor  to  Persons  who  had  done 

public  Penance,  4.  3.  6.  Vol.  1.  p. 
361.  It.  17.  5.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  495. 
496. 

Nor  to  Energumens  or  Demo- 
niacs. 17.  5.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  493.  It. 
4.  4.  7.  Vol.  l.p.  381. 

Nor  to  Murderers  or  Adulterers,  or 

any  that  had  lapsed  in  Time  of  Per- 
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and  following  JEaitcr-Day.  20.  5.  1 . 
Vol.  7.  p.  69. 

Patehal  Festival.  Disputes  with  Here- 
tict  about  the  Time  of  its  Observa- 
tion. 20.  5.  2.  Vol.  7.  p.  71. 

Disputes  in  the  Church  itself 


about  the  Sundaii  on  which  it  was  to 
be  obsen'ed,  by  Reason  of  different 
Cycles  and  Calculations.  20.  5.  5. 
Vol.  7.  p.  79. 

How   religiously  the  Paschal 


Festival  viras  observed.  20. 5. 6.  Vol. 
7.  p.  84. 


^— ^  Made  a  Time  of  Pardon  and 
Indulgence  to  Prisoners  by  the  Em- 
perors. 20.  5.  6.  Vol.7,  p. 85. 

Patft0R-Day  how  observed.  21.  1.  31. 
Vol.  7.  p.  180.  181.  182. 

Ptfuston-Week  more  strictly  observed 
than  the  rest  of  Lent,  21. 1. 24.  Vol. 
7.  p.  172.  &e. 

Pattophoria.  Buildings  belonging  to 
theChurch.  8.  7.  11.  Vol. 2. p.  181. 

Pater  Patrum,  A  Name  of  Bishops.  2. 
2.  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  56. 

Patres,  Bishops,  Ibid.     See  Papa. 

Patres.  Abbots.  7.  3.  11.  Vol. 2.  p.  42. 

Patriarch.  A  Name  sometimes  given 
to  all  Bishops.  2.2. 9.  Vol.  1.  p.  57. 

Patriarchs  among  the  Jews.  2.  17.  4. 
Vol.1,  p.  167. 

Patriarchs  dLmong  the  Montanists.  2.17. 
5.  Vol.  1.  p.  168. 

Patriarch  anciently  call'd  Archbishops. 
2,  17.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  165. 


—  And  Exarchs  of  the  Diocese. 
2.  17.  2.  Vol.  l.p.  166. 

The  Name  Patriarch,  first  used 


by  Socrates  and  the  Council  of  Chal- 
eedon.  2.  17.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  169. 


Salmasius^s  Mistake  about  the 

first  of  the  Name  Patriarch.  2.   17. 
3.  Vol.  l.p.  166. 


Pairiarekal  Power  establiihed  before 
the  Council  of  Nice.  2. 17.  8.  VoL 
l.p.  171. 

Patriarch  of  Constantnwp^  styled  Oteu- 
menical.  2. 17: 21.  Vol.  1.  p.  183. 

His  Juritdiction  over  Three 

Dioceses.  2.  17. 10.  Vol.  1.  p.  174. 

The  peculiar  Privil^e  of  the 

Patriarch  of  Alexandria,  to  ordain  all 
the  Bbhops  in  his  Diocese.  2. 17. 
11.  Vol.  l.p.  176.177. 


Offices  of  Patriarchs. 

To  ordain  Metropolitans.    2. 

17.  12.  Vol.  1.  p.  177. 

Themselves  to  be  oidaisedin 


a  Patriarchal  Synod.  2. 17. 12.  Vol. 
l.p.  178. 

To  call  Synods  of  the  whole 


Patriarchal  Diocese.  2. 17. 13.  Vol. 
l.p.  178. 

To  receive  Appeals  from  Pri- 


mates and  Provincial  Synods.  2^17. 
14.  Vol.1,  p.  178. 

To  hear  only  such  Causes  as 


came  regularly  before  them.   2.  17. 
14.  Vol.  l.p.  179. 

To  censure  Metropolitans  and 


Suffragans.  2.17. 15.  Vol.  1.  p.  179. 
To  be  consulted  by  Metropoli- 


tans in  all  Matters  of  great  Moment. 
2.17.17.  Vol.  l.p.  180.  181. 

To  notify  Imperial  Edicts  to 


the   Metropolitans    relating   to  the 
Church.     2.  17.  18.  Vol.  1.  p.  181. 


Great  Criminals  reserved  to  the 

Absolution  of  Patriarchs.  2.  17.  19. 
Vol.  l.p.  182. 


At  first  all  absolute  and  inde- 
pendent of  one  another.  2.  17.  20. 
Vol.  l.p.  182. 

Some    afterwards   subordinate 


to  others,  as  those  of  Ephesus  and 
Cssarea  to  Constantinople.  2. 1 7. 22. 
Vol.  1.  p.  184 


OP   MATTER. 


58 


— -—  No  Appeal  from  a  Patriarch 
but  to  a  general  Council.  2.  17.  20. 
Vol.  1.  p.  183. 


The  Number  of   Patriarchal 

Sees  in  the  Church.  2.  17.  20.  Vol. 
1.  p.  182.  It.  9.  1.  6.  Vol.  3.  from 
p.  257  to  p.  263. 

Patrons  Right  of  Presentation  how  first 
brought  into  the  Church.  4.  2.  49. 
Vol.  1.  p.  355.  It.  5.  6.  5.  Vol.  1. 
p.  492. 


Not  to  found  Churches  to  have 

a  Share  in  the  Oblations.  9.  8.  6. 
•  Vol.  2.  p.  433. 

PaulianiMts  changed  the  Form  of  Bap- 
tism. 11. 3.  9.  Vol.  3.  p.  145. 

Paulieiam  rejected  Baptism.  11.  2.  4. 
Vol.  3.  p.  128. 

Paulinus's  Temple  at  Tyre  described. 
8.  3. 1.  Vol.  2.  p.  118. 

Pax  Vobis,  A  Form  of  Salutation  used 
by  the  Bishop  at  his  first  Entrance 

^  into  the  Church.  13.  8.  13.  Vol.  4. 
p.  224. 

Before  Reading  the  Lessons. 

14.  3.6.  Vol.  5.  p.  55.56. 

Before   Sermon,    14.   4.    14. 


Vol.  5.  p.  115. 

In  Consecrating  the  Eucharist. 


15.3.2.  Vol.  5.  p.  230.  231, 
At    the     Dismission   of    the 


Assembly.  13.  10.  8.  Vol.4,  p. 264. 
It.  15.  6.  4.  Vol.  5.  p.  391. 

Peceotum and  Crimen  how  distinguished. 
16.  3.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  159. 

Pecuniary  Causes  of  the  Clergy  with 
Laymen  to  be  heard  before  the  secu- 
lar Judges.  5.  2.  13.  Vol.  1.  p.  435. 
436. 

Pederecti,  Eunomians  baptizing  with 
the  Heels  upward.  11.11.  4.  Vol.  3. 
p.  274.  275. 

Pelusiota.  A  Name  of  Reproach  cast 
upon  the  Catholics  by  the  Origenians, 
1.  2.  17.  Vol.  1.  p.  21. 

Penance.  The  Manner  of  Performing 
it.  18.2.  I.  Vol.  6.  p.  537.  538. 


Public  Penance  allowed  but 

once.  18.  4.  I.  Vol.  6.  p.573.&e. 

Imposed  on  Women  as  well  as 


Men.  16.  3.  2.  Vol.  6.  p.  116. 


For  the  whole  life.  18.  4.  2. 


Vol.  6.  p.  571. 


-^—  Married  Persons  not  admitted 
to  Penance  by  Consent.  18.  2.  7. 
Vol.  6.  p.  545. 


■  Persons  not  to  many  during 
the  Time  of  their  Penance.  18.  2. 
8  Vol.  6.  p.  545.  546. 


Commutation  of  Penance  not 


allowed.  16.  3.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  118. 


How  far   the  Intercession  of 

Martyrs  allowed  to  moderate  Pe- 
nance. 16.  3.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  118.  It. 
18.  4.  10.  Vol.  6.  p.  555. 

No  Sinners  absolved  till  they 


had  done  their  regular  Penance.  19. 
2.  1.  Vol.6,  p.  618.  &c. 

Bishops  had  Power  to  mode- 


rate Penance.  18.  4.  7.  Vol.  6.  p. 
591.  &LC. 

— ^  Persons  who  had  done  Public 


Penemce  never  to  be  ordained.  4.  3. 
6.  Vol.  1.  p.  361. 


Not  suflkient  to  restore  de- 
graded Clerks.  17.  5.  4.  Vol.  1.  p. 
496. 

Penitents  divided  into  four  Orders, 
Flentes,  Audientes,  Substrati,  and 
Consistentes.  18.  1.  1.  Vol.  6.  p. 
530.  &c. 


The  first  Order  of  Penitents  in 

the  Church-Porch.  8.  3.  5.  Vol.  2. 
p.  121.  It.  18. 1.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  534. 

The  second  Order  in  the  Nor- 


ihex  of  tbe  Church.  8.  4.  3.  Vol.  2. 
p.  126.  It.  18.  1.  4.  VoL  6.  p.  534. 

The  third  Order  in  the  Nave  of 


the  Church.  8.  5.  3.  Vol.  2.  p.  130. 
It.  18.  1.5.  VoL6.  p.  534. 

The  fourth  Order  among  the 


Faithful.  8.  5.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  133.  It. 
18.  1 .  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  536. 
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Penitential  Eiercises.  18. 2. 2. 


Vol.  6.  p.  538.  &c. 


— —  Appeared  with  Sackcloth  and 
Ashes  OQ  their  Head.  18.  2.  2.  Vol. 
6.  p.  539.  &c. 

—  Abstained  from  Bathing,  Feasting 
and  all  other  Diversions.  18.  2.  4. 
Vol.  6.  p.  543. 

To  cut  off  their   Hair  and  go 


veiled.  18.  2. 3.  Vol.  6.  p.  541. 


To  oboenre  all  the  Public  FasU 

of  the  Church.  18.  2.  5.  Vol.  6.  p. 
644. 


-*> —  To  restrain  themselves  in  the 
Conjugal  State.  18.  2.  6.  Vol.  6.  p. 
544. 

-  ~-  Not  to  marry  in  the  Time  of 
their  Penance.  18.  2.  8.  Vol.  6.  p. 
546. 


; ^To  pray  Kneeling  on  all  Festi- 
vals. 18.  2.  9.  Vol.  6.  p.  646. 

To  serve  the  Church  in  Bury- 
ing the  Dead.  18.  2.  11.  Vol.  6.  p. 
547. 


Prayers  for  them.  14.  5.  10. 


Vol.  5.  p.  169. 


Absolved  by  Deacons  in  Cases 

of  Necessity.  2.  20.   12.  Vol.  1.  p. 
226.  See  AbsolutioH. 

Penitential  Psalm.  13.  10.  13.  Vol.  4. 
p.  272. 

Penitentiary  Priest.  18.  3.  11.  Vol.  6. 
p.  569. 

Pensions  Canonical  how  far  allowed.  6. 
4.  3.  Vol.  I.  p.  510. 

PentaeterU,  The  Lustral  Tax.  5.  3.  6. 
Vol.  l.p.  448. 

Pentecost  taken  in  a  double  sense,  for 
the  Fifty  Days  after  Kaster,  and  for 
the  single  Day  of  Whitsunday,  20. 
6.  1.  Vol.  7.  p.  95. 


Fasting  forbidden  all  Pentecost. 


20.  6.  3  Vol.  7.  p.  97.  &c. 


And  Kneeling  at  Frcyen  ibr- 

bidden  alao.  13.  8. 3.  VoL  4.  p.  209. 
It.  20.  6.  3.  VoL  7.  p.  97.  &c. 

Public  Showi    prohibited  in 

Penteeoa,  but  Law-nits  and  Bodily 
Labour  allowed.  SO.  6.  4,  VoL  7. 
p.  99. 

AeU  of  the  Apoatlet  read  all 

the  Tune  of  PenUeott,  14.  8.  8.  VoL 
5.  p.  48.  It.  20. 6. 2.  VoL  7.  p.  96. 

Penteeogt  a  solemn  Time  of  Baptinu 
11.6.  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  206. 

People*t  Vote  allowed  in  the  Choice  of 
Bishops  and  Clergy.  4.  2.  3.  Vol.  1. 
p.  540. 


Denied    in    Case  they  were 

Heretics  or  SchismatiGs.  4.  2.  12. 


Vol.  1.  p.  350. 

Also  in  Case  of  Factions  and 


Divisions  among  them.  4.  2.  15. 
Vol.  1.  p.  352. 

People,  .when  wholly  excluded  from 
Elections.  4.  2.  18.  Vol.  1.  p.  354. 
See  EUetions  of  the  Clergy, 


Allowed  to  read  the  Scriptnres. 


13.  4.  8.  VoL  4.  p.  86. 


Allowed  to  join  in  Psalmody 


and  Prayer,  and  proper  Retponses 
throughout  the  Liturgy,  13.  4.  2. 
VoL  4.  p.  80. 

Perfecti,  Baptized  Persons.  1.  4.  3. 
VoL  l.p.  26. 

Jltpiaufiara.  Charms  forbidden.  II. 
5.  8.  Vol.  3.  p.  192.  It.  16.  5.  6. 
VoL  6.  p.  226.  &c. 

nepc/3oXaiov.     See  PaUium, 

Ilipi^oXov,  The  Bounds  of  the 
Church.  8.  3.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  120. 

llipiohvTcU  Itinerant  Presbyters.  2. 
14.  12.  Vol.  l.p.  143. 

Ylepipavriipta,  Holy-Water  of  the 
Heathen.  8.  3.7.  VoL  I.  p.  123.  It. 
16.  4.  15.  VoL  6.  p.  199. 
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PentUriom.  GoldeD  1>oh^*  Of  what 
Use  in  the  Church.  8.  6.  19.  Vol.  2. 
p.  158. 

Perjury  oeniured.  16.  7.  8.  Vol.  6.  p. 
321. 

Penwetati4nu,    See  Vigils, 

Perttmal  and  Predial  Offices  not  im- 
posed upon  the  Clergy.  5.  3.  13. 
Vol.  1.  p.  457. 

Phanum,  A  Church  of  Heretics.  8. 1. 
6.  Vol.  2.  p.  84. 

Pharmcuiy.  Witchcraft  censured.  16. 
5.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  224.  &c. 

Phtnmymy.  16.  13.5.  Vol.  6.  p.  440. 

Ptuala.  The  Fountain  before  the  Church. 
8.  3.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  122. 

Philouatiks,  A  Name  of  Reproach 
cast  upon  the  Catholiet  by  the  Orige- 
niaw.  1.  2.  17.  Vol.  1.  p.  21. 

Philotophers  not  to  be  conrersed  with 
by  the  Clergy.  17.  5.  31.  Vol.  6.  p. 
520. 

PhUothei,  A  Name  of  Monkt,  7.  2.  14. 
Vol.  2.  p.  26. 

Philtra.  Love-Potions  censured.  16. 5. 
5.  VoL  6.  p.  225. 

Pholles,  A  Coin  so  called.  5.  4.  7. 
Vol.  1.  p.  472. 

Phonascus.  The  Precentor.  14.  1.  12. 
Vol.  5.  p.  14. 

^&ra.  Epiphany,  80  called.  20.  4.  7. 
Vol.  7.  p.  65. 

^lartfffAbc.  Baptism.  11.  1.  4.  Vol.  3. 
p.  115. 

^iariZofttvou  Persons  baptized.  1.4. 
1.  Vol.  1.  p.  25. 

4air(?^pia.  Baptisteries.  8.  7.  3. 
VoL  2.  p.  173. 

Pkrontisteria.  Baptisteria.  8.  7.  3. 
Vol.  2.  p.  173. 

Phrantisteria,  Monasteries.  7.  2.  14. 
Vol.  2.  p.  27. 

Phylacteries.  Texts  of  Scripture  writ- 
ten in  Bibbands,  and  used  as  Charms, 


censured.  11.5.  8.  Vol.  3.  p.  192* 
It.  16.  5. 6.  Vol.  6.  p.  226. 

Phylaeterium.    Baptism,  why  so  called , 
11.  1. 10.  Vol.  3.  p.  122. 

Physiognomy  censured.  16.  5.  2.  VoU 
6,  p.  248. 

No   Pictures  in  Churches  for 

the  first  lliree  hundred  Years.  8.  8. 
6.  Vol.  2.  p.  193.  &c. 

First  brought  in  by  PauUnui, 


8.  8.  7.  VoL  2.  p.  24 

Not    worshipped    when    first 


brought  into  the  Church.  8.  8.  9. 
VoL  2.  p.  205.    See  Images, 

No  Pictures  of  God  or  the 


Trinity  allowed  ib  Churches  till 
after  the  second  Nieene  Council, 
which  condemned  them.  8.  8.  10. 
Vol.  2.  p.  206.  207. 

Pictures  of  Kings  and  Bishops,  when 
first  brought  into  the  Church.  8.  8. 
8.  VoL  2.  p.  204. 

Symbolical  Picturcr  of  a  Shep- 


herd upon  the  Communion-Cup.  8. 
8.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  203. 

Pisciculi.     Why    Christians    assumed 
that  Name.  1.  1.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  2. 

Pisces.    See  Ix^C- 

Piscina.    The  Font.  8. 7. 4.  Vol.  2.  p. 
174. 

niroi.   Persons  baptized.  1.  4.  1.  Vol. 
l.p.  25. 

Plagiary   or   Man- stealing,  censured. 
16.  12.  2.  VoL  6.  p.  398. 

Planeta,    A  Sacred  Vestment.  13.  8. 
2.  Vol.  4.  p.  208. 

Plautina,  Prosapia  ^  Fiskfres.     Names 
of  Reproach  cast  upon  Christians,  1 . 
2.  12.  VoL  1.  p.  17. 

Plays.    See  Stage-plays. 

Pluralities,  how  far  allowed.  6.  4.  8. 
VoL  1.  p.  368.  369.  It.  17.  5.  29. 
VoL  6.  p.  518. 
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PtnUttUut  Biqfor  ^  Mmar,  how  distin- 
guished. 16.  3.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  163. 
&c. 

Penitentiam  aeciptn  if  dare,  18.  1.  4. 
Vol.  6.  p.  534. 

Pcmitentia  JustaS^  L^;itima.  18.4.  12. 
Vol.  6.  p.  596. 

UoXirtvSfttvot.  ComrooQ>Council  Men 
not  to  be  ordained.  4.  4.  4.  Vol.  1. 
p.  379. 

Polygamy  censured;  16.  11.  5.  Vol.  6. 
p.  369. 

Pampt  of  Satan.  11.  7.  2.  Vol.  3.  p. 
218.  It.  16.  5.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  236. 

Pomp  of  Christian  Funerals.  23.  3.  8. 
Vol.  7.  p.  333. 

Pontifex  Maximus,  The  common  Name 
of  all  Bishops.  2. 2. 6.  Vol.  1.  p.  53. 

Porphyrians,  A  Name  given  by  Law  to 
the  Ariofu,  16.  6.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  252. 

Poor  of  the  Church,  laid  in  the  Church 
Porches.  8.  4.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  125.  It. 
13.  8.  14.  Vol.  4.  p.  224. 

Poor  to  be  relieved  out  of  the  Revenues 
of  the  Church.  5.  6.  3.  Vol.  l.p. 
490. 


— —  Communion-Plate  sold  to  re- 
lieve the  Poor.  5.  6.  6.  Vol.  I.  p. 
493.  It.  8.  10.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  228. 


Defrauders  of  the  Poor,  reputed 

guilty  of  Murder.  16.  10.  15.  Vol.6, 
p.  356. 

No  Necessity  of  Subjection  to 


the  Pope.  9.  1.  9.  Vol.  2.  p.  269. 

portieoet  or  Cloysters  of  the  Church. 
8.  3.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  121. 

Potture  of  Devotion.     See  Prayer. 

"— -  Voluntary  Poverty  sometimes 
chosen  by  the  Clergy.  6.  2.  8.  Vol. 
1.  p.517. 

Precentor,  14.  1.  12.  Vol.  5.  p.  14. 

Pnteones.  Deacons.  2.  20.  10.  VoJ.  1. 
p.  223. 


Predieare.  To  bid  Prayer.  Ibkl^ 

Prafatimut,  Prayers  called  PrefiMei. 
15.  1.  4.  Vol.  5.  p.  191.  &c. 

PreeficA,  Women  hired  to  movm  at  Fa- 
nerals  censured.  23.  3.  18.  VoL  7. 
p.  348.  &c. 


Prtt$anet}ficatorum  Mitta,  15.  4.  12. 
Vol.  5.  p.  328.  &c.  See  Mum. 

Prtqpotiti,  Bishops.  2.  2.  5.  VoL  l.p. 
53. 

Prtepontl  Presbyters.  2.  19.  14.  Vol. 
l.p.  202. 

PretpotUus  Domut.  The  Inspector  of  the 
Inferior  Clergy  in  the  Bishop's 
House.  3.  12.  1.  VoL  1.  p.  318. 

UpayjiartvTucbv  X9^*''^^»  ^  '^^^  *^ 
called.  5.  3.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  448. 

Prayers  offered  to  God  only,  not  to  any 
Creatures,  Saints  or  AngeU,  &c.  13. 
3.  l.VoL  4.  p.  63. 

Morning  and  Evening  Prayer. 


13.  9.  7.  Vol.  4.  p.  244. 


Canonical  Hours  of  Prayer. 

Their  Original.  13.  9.  8.  VoL  4.  p. 
246.  &c. 


Prayer  before  Sermon.  14.  4. 


13.  Vol.  5.  p.  110.  &c. 


For  the  Catechumens,  Ener- 

gumens,  Competentes  and  Penitents. 
14.  5.  3.  VoL  5.  p.  157.  &c. 

Prayer  for  the  whole  Church  and  all 
Orders  in  it.  15.  3.  12.  Vol.  5.  p. 
257.  It.  15. 1.  2.  Vol.  6.  p.  181. 


For  Kings.  13.  10.  5.  Vol.  4" 

p.  260.  It.   15.  3.  14.  Vol.  5.  p. 
260. 


For  the  Dead.  15.  3.  15.  Vol. 


6.  p.  261.  It,  20.  7.  8.  Vo!.   7.  p. 
115.  and  23.  3.  13.  VoL  7.  p.  341. 

Silent  Pi-ayer.  15.  1.  1.  VoL  5. 


p.  175.  &LC, 

Prauers  said  with  the  Head  uncovered. 
1*3.  8.9.  Vol.  4.  p.21&. 
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— —,  Postures  of  Prayer,  Standing, 
Kneeling,  Bowing  and  Prostration. 
13.  8.  4.  Vol.  4.  p.  212. 


Standing  at  Prayer,  used  on 

the    iMrdU'Day   and    all  Penteeott, 
See  Lard's'Day  and  Penteeo$t, 


Sitting  never  used  as  a  Posture 


of  Prayer.  13.  8.  7.  Vol.  4.  p.  216. 

Praying    by  the    Spirit.     13.  6.  9. 
Vol.  4.  p.  182.  &c.  See  SpinU 

Lord^S'Prayer, 


Used  as  a-  Form  in  all  Offices. 


13.  7.  2.  Vol.  4.  p.  194. 


In  Baptism.  13.  7.  2.  Vol.  4. 

p.  194.  It.  12.  4.  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  330. 


—  In  the  Eucharist,  13.  7.  3. 
Vol.  4.  p.  194.  &c.  It.  15.  3.  27. 
Vol.  5.  p.  286. 


In    Morning    and    Evening 


Prayer.  13.  7.   4.  Vol.  4.  p.  196. 
It.  13.  11.7.  Vol.  4.  p.  283. 


In  Private  Devotions.  13.  7. 


6.  Vol.  4.  p.  197. 


Called   the  Christian's  Daily 

Prayer.  13.  7.  6.  Vol.  4.  p.  198.  It. 
16.3.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  160. 


Used   by   Heretics  as  well  as 


Catholics.  13.  7.  7.  Vol.  4.  p.  199. 

Used  for    the    Remission   of 

Daily  Sins  of  a  lesser  Kind.  16.  3. 
14.VoL6.p.l61. 


— —  Accounted   a  Spiritual  Form 
13.7.  8.V0I.  4.p.  201. 

Allowed  as  a  Privilege  to  bap- 


tized Communicants  only,  and  not  to 
Catechumens.  1.  4.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  28. 
It.  10.  6.  9.  Vol.  3.  p.  106.  It.  13. 
7.  9.  Vol.  4.  p.  203. 

Preaching, 

Preaching  the  Office  of  Bishops.  2.  3. 
4.  Vol.  I.  p.  63.  It  14.  4.  2.  Vol.  6. 
p.  79. 


■  No  Bishop  freaehtd  at  Rome 

for  Five  Hundred  Years  together.  2. 
3.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  64.  It  14.  4.  3.  Vol. 
5*  p.  86.  &c. 

Presbyters    in    the   Afriean 

Church  not  allowed  to  preach  before 
the  Bishop  till  the  time  of  St.  Austin. 
2.  3.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  63. 

Presbyters  foxbidden  to  preach 

at  Alexandria  for  some  time  after 
Arius.  2.  3. 4.  Vol.  1.  p.  64.  It,  14. 
4. 3.  Vol.  5.  p.  87. 

PrAieAin^  sometimes  committed  to  Dea- 
cons. 2.  20.  11.  Vol.  1.  p.  225. 
It.  14.  4.2.  Vol.  5.  p.  79. 

Whether  Laymen  were   ever 

allowed  to  preach,  14.  4.  4.  Vol.  5. 
p.  88. 

—  ■  Women  never  allowed  iopreach. 
14.4.  6.V0I.  6.p.  91.&C 

Rules  and   Directions  about 

Preaching,  6.  3.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  640. 
It.  14.  4.  19.  Vol.  6.  p.  122.  &c. 

Preacheti  delivered  their  Sermons  for 
the  most  part  sitting.  14.  4.  24. 
Vol.  5.  p.  134,  &c. 

Acclamations  given  to  cele- 
brated Preachers,  14.  4.  27.  Vol.  5. 
p.  140. 

Preaching  by  the  Spirit.  What  meant 
thereby.  14.  4.  12.  Vol.  6.  p.  109. 
See  SemumM, 

Prelatical  and  Sacerdotal  Power  but 
one  and  the  same  thing  in  a  Bishop. 
2.19.16.  Vol.  1.  P.203.&C. 

Right  of  Presentation,  how  first  devolv- 
ed upon  Princes.  4.  2.  19.  Vol.  1. 
p.  355. 

And  upon  Patrons.   Ibid.   See 


Patrons. 

Uptffpvrfpoi  lirix«^p<oi«  9.  6.  21.  Vol. 
2.  p.  399. 

UptofiiriStQ,    Deaconesses.    2.22.1. 
Vol.  I.  p.  247. 
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npwpvTi^tc  k    irpwfiOrtZtQ,  how 
they  differed.  2. 23. 7.  Vol.  I.  p.  255. 

Pre$bytera.  A  Presbyter's  Wife.  2. 
22. 15.  Vol  1.  p.  259. 

Pretbyterium.  The  Chancel.  8.  6.  4. 
Vol.  2.  p.  142. 

Prubyterii  Ccnfaiui,  and  Pretbyterii 
Corona,  The  Presbytery  of  the 
Church,  sitting  in  a  Circle  about  the 
Bishop.  2.  19.  5.  and  6.  Vol.  1.  p. 
191.  It.8.  6.  4.  Vol.2,  p.  142. 

Presbyters. 


The  Meaning  of  the  Name.  2. 


19.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  188. 

The  Name  Presbyter,  Bishop 


and  Apostle,   sometimes  used  pro- 
miscuously. 2. 19. 2.  Vol.  1.  p.  188. 

The   Order  of    Presbyters  of 


Apostolical   Institution.     2.   19.  3. 
Vol.  1.  p.  189. 

The  Order  of  Presbyters  infe- 


rior to  that  of  Bishops.  2.  I.  2.  Vol. 
1.  p.  41. 

To    do   nothing   without    the 


Consent  of  their   Bishop.     2.  3.  2. 
Vol.  l.p.  61. 

Not  to  baptize,  or  preach,  or 


administer  the  Eucharist,  without  his 
Consent,    2.  3.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  62. 

No  Presbyter  allowed  to  preach 


in  the  presence  of  his  Bishop  in  the 
African  Church,  till  the  Time  of 
St.  Austin.  2.  3.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  63. 
It  14.  4.  2.  Vol.  5.  p.  79. 


Allowed  to  consecrate  Virgins 


by  the  Bishop's  Leave.  7.  4.  6.  Vol. 
2.  p.  68. 

Might  confirm  by  the  Bishop's 


Leave,  in  many  Cases.  12.  2.  2.6tx:. 
Vol.  3.  p.  299. 


Might  grant  Absolution,  by  the 


Bishop's  Direction.    19.  3.  2.    Vol. 
6.  p.  639. 


Never  allowed  ti>  ordain  odieri. 

%.  3.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  64. 

OrdinatioDS  by  Presbyters,  dis- 


annulled by  the  Chwdi.    2.  3. 6. 
VoLl.p.66. 

Accountable  to  their  Kahopt. 


2.  3.  8.  Vol.  1.  p.  70. 

Form  of  ordaining  Ptesbyters.  * 

2.  19. 17.  Vol.  I.  p.  206.  Bee  Or- 
dination. 

Privileged  against  being  ex* 

amined  by  Torture,  as  other  Wit- 
nesses were.  5.  2*  4.  Vol.  1.  p. 
428. 

Allowed  to  sit  on  Thrones  with 


the  Bishop  in  the  Church.  2.  19.  5. 
VoL  l.p.  191. 

The  Senate  or  Coondl  of  the 


Church.  2. 19.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  192. 

Allowed  to  sit  with  Bishops  in 


Provincial  Councils.  2.  19.  8.  V^ol. 
1.  p.  195.  It.  2.  19.  12.  VoLl. 
p.  199.    It  7.  3. 13.  Vol.  2.  p.  44. 


And  in  Conaistorial  Councils. 

2. 19.  11.  Vol.  1.  p.  198. 

And  in  General  Councils.    2. 


19.13.  VoL  l.p.  201. 


Joined  with  the  Bishops,  in 

Imposition  of  Hands,  and  in  the  Or- 
dination of  Presbyters.  2.  19.  10. 
VoL  1.  p.  197. 


Itinerant  Presbyters.  2. 14. 12. 


Vol.  1.  p.  143. 

Pride,  how  censured.  16.  14.  2.  Vol. 
6.  p.  445. 

Priests.  A  Name  given  to  Bishops, 
Presbyters,  and  Deacons,  by  Optatus. 
2.19  15.  VoL  l.p- 203. 

Women   not  to   execute   the 

Office  of  Priests.  2.  22.  7.  Vol.  1. 
p.  254. 

Laymen's  Priesthood,  why  bap- 
tism so  called.  11.  1.  3.  VoL  3.  p. 
115. 
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Priam  $edu  Episcapus,  The  I'itle  of 
Metropolitaos  io  Africk,  2.  16.  5. 
Vol  1.  p.  182. 

Primates  or  Metropolitans.  Their  Ori- 
ginal derived  by  some  from  Apos- 
tolical Institution.  2.  16.  1.  VoL  1. 
p.  150 


By  others  from  the  Age  next 

after  the  Apostles.  2.  16.2.  Vol.  1. 
p.  148. 


Before  the  Council  of  Nic$.  2. 


16.  3.  Vol.  I.p.l48. 


Their  ancient  Names,  Ilpcuroi, 

Kf  ^oXol.  Exarehi  Provinciarum*  Se- 
net,  PrincipeSf  Prinus  tedis,  Ep'ucopi, 

[    Archbishops,  Metropolitans.  2.  16 
5.  Vol.  1.  p.  150.  151. 


How  the  African  Bishops  might 


forfeit  their  Title  to  the  Primacy.  2. 
16.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  153.  It  2.16.16. 
VoL  1.  p.  159. 

Three  Sorts  of  Honorary  Pri- 


mates. Primates  i£vo,  Titular  Pri- 
mates, and  Primates  of  MoUier- 
Churches.  2.  16.  9.  Vol.  1.  p.  154. 

Primates  in  Africa  the  Senior  Bishops 
of  every  Province,  except  at  Carthage, 
2.  16.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  151. 


Registers  of  Bishops'  Ordina- 
tions to  be  kept  in  the  Churches  of 
the  African  Primates,  that  Bishops 
might  know  their  Seniority.  2.  16. 
8.  Vol.  l.p.  153. 


To  ordain  the  Bishops  of  their 


Province.  2.  16.  12.  Vol.  1.  p.  156. 
To  be  chosen  and  ordained  by 


the  Bishops  of  their  own  Province*  2. 
16.  15.  Vol.  l.p.  158. 


To  receive  Appeals  from  the 

Bishops  of  their  E^vince.  2.  16. 16. 
Vol.  l.p.  159. 


To  summon  Provincial  Synods. 


2.16.  17.  Vol.  l.p.  161. 

To  be  determined  by  the  Ma- 
jor Vote  of  a  Provincial  Synod.  2. 
16.  14.  Vol.  1.  p.  158. 

VOL.  IX. 


Liberty  of  Appeals  from  Pri- 

vMtes  to  a  ProvinciaU  Synod.  2.  16. 
16.  Vol.  l.p.  159.  160. 

Primates  to  publish  Canons  made  in 
the  Provincial  Synod.  2.  16.  18. 
Vol.  2.  p.  161. 

To  visit  any  Diocese  in  their 


Province,     Ibid. 


To  grant  Litera  Formata:  to  the 

Provincial  Bishops.  2.  16.  19.  Vol. 
1.  p.  162. 


To  take  Care  of  Vacant  Sees. 


2.  16.20.  Vol.  l.p.  162. 


To  calculate  the  time  of  Easter. 

2.  16.  21.  Vol.  l.p.  163. 

The  Primate  of  Alexandria  had  Power 
to  Ordain  Presbyters  and  Deacoas 
in  any  Diocese  of  his  Province.  2. 
16.  23.  Vol.  l.p.  164. 

All  Primates  originally  absolute  and  in- 
dependent. 2.  18.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  185. 

Primicerius  Martyrum.  2.  21. 11.  Vol. 
l.p.  246. 


Diaconorum.     Ibid. 

Notariorum.  3.  13.  5.  Vol.  1. 

p.  325. 

Prineipes   Ecelesue.      A  Name  of  Bi- 
shops. 2.  2.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  52. 


Saeerdotum,     The  same.  2.  2, 


6.  Vol:  1.  p.  53. 


This  Name  forbidden  in  the 

African  Church.  2.  2.  8.  Vol.  1.  p. 
57. 

Princes*  Right  of  Presentation  how  first 
brought  into  the  Church.  4,  2.  19. 
Vol.  1.  p.  355. 


Allegiance  due  to  Princes.  16. 


9.  4.  Vol.  6.  p«.^35.  &c. 

PriscHlianists  changed    the    Form    of 
Baptism.  11.  3.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  139. 

Condemned  for  the  practice  of 

Astrology.  16.  5.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  214. 

1. 
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Friions  of  th«  Church.  8.  7.  9,  Vol.  2. 
p.  179.  lu  17.  4.  12.  Vol.  6.  p. 
485. 

npoariia.  The  Suburbs  of  a  City 
what.  9.2.  3.  Vol,  2.  p.  282. 

Proceaioru  at  Funerals,  23.  3.  8.  Vol. 
7.  p.  333. 


On  Rcgation-Days,  13.  I.  12. 

Vol.  4.  p.  29. 

np^^poi.  Bishops  so  called.  2.  2.  5. 
Vol.  1.  p.  63.    It.  2.  19. 14.  Vol. 

1.  p.  201.    Deacons  so  called, 

Ilpof^c^cc*  Bishops.  2.  2.  5.  Vol.  1. 
p.  53. 

Uptaicadtfuvai*  Deaconesses.  2. 22. 
M3.  Vol.  l.p.  258. 

Denial  of  Promotion,  a  Punishment  in- 
flicted on  the  Clergy.  17.  4.  9.  Vol. 
6.  p.  481. 

— —  No  one  to  seek  Promotion  in 
the  Church  from  the  secular  Powers. 
17.  5.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  494. 

np^vaoc.  The  Ante-Temple  within 
the  Walls.  8.  4.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  126. 

Profanation  of  Churches  and  holy 
Things  remarkably  punished.  8.  10. 

2.  Vol.  2.  p.  228.  &:c.     It.  16.  6. 
26.  Vol.  6.  p.  280.  &c. 

Propheteum,  A  Church  called  by  the 
Name  of  a  Prophet.  8.  1.8.  Vol.  2. 
p.  86. 

PropifUtum  Magnum,  The  Great  Porch 
before  the  Cliurch.  8.  3.  4.  Vol.  2. 
p.  Ul. 

PropyUa  Minora,  8.  4.  1.  Vol.  2.  p. 
124. 

Upofrtvxf)  i»0^tvTJ,  13.  10.  9,  V'ol,  4. 
p.  264.  It.  14.  2.  2.  Vol.  5.  p.  29. 
See  Moming-llymn,  Glory  be  to  God 
on  high, 

npooiKrijpia,  Churches. 8.  1.  4.  Vol. 
2.  p.  81. 


npoffjcXatovrec*  Flentn^  Mptini#rt.  An 
Order  of  Penitents.  18. 1.  3.  Vol.6. 
p.  532. 

nporar^c-  A  Defmuor.  3.  1 1. 5.  Vol. 
l.p.  315. 

Prottration  a  Posture  of  Prayer.  13.  8. 
6.  Vol.  4.  p.  215. 

Prostraton  an  Order  of  Penitenta.  18. 
1.5.  Vol.  6.  p.  535. 

Qpoe^vtiviQ.  Bidding  Pnyer«!l.  SO. 
10.  Vol.  1.  p.  224.  It  15. 1.  2.  VoL 
5.  p.  181. 

Tpta  vpSfftaxa.  Three  Persons  equivo- 
cally asserted  by  the  &tetfisiis.6. 9. 
9.  Vol.  l.p.  547. 

Protettant  Churches.  A  Model  of  Pri- 
mitive Episcopacy  proposed  to  be 
settled  in  them.  9.  8.  Omclui.  Vol.2, 
p.  435. 

Ilpwrlc^ccot.  Drfenwru  3.  II.  7.  Vol. 
l.p.  317. 

Upwrou    Primattt.2, 16.  5.  Vd.  l.p. 

150. 

Prothetis.  8. 6.  22.  Vol,  2.  p.  167. 

Provinces  in  the  Empire  and  the  Church . 
9.  1.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  257.  &c. 

Provincial  Synods.     See  Synods, 

Psalmody.  3. 7.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  296.  It. 
14.  1.  1.  Vol.  5.  p.  1.2.3. 


In  Processions.  23.  2.  6.  Vol. 

7.  p.  320. 

At  Funerals.  23.  3.  8.  Vol.  7. 


p.  63. 


Used  by  Monks  in  conducting 

Strangers  to  their  Cells.   7.  3.  17. 
Vol.  2.  p.  52.     See  Singing. 

Psalmi  Abecedarii,  14.  1. 12.  Vol.  5.  p. 
16.  *^ 

Psalmi  AlUluatici.  14.  3.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
33. 

Psalmus  kiri\vxviOi,  13.  11.  5.  Vol.  4. 
p.  280. 
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Pmbnut  Kxirmatiigtticus,  The  Pgnittn- 
tktl  Pmlm.  13.  10.  13.  Vol.  4.  p. 
272. 

Pmbnut  Invitatoriut,  15.  3,  92.  Vol  5. 
p.  293. 

Pmlmi  RespanwHL  14. 1.  3.  Vol.  5.  p. 
5. 

Ptabttktte.  3.  7. 1.  Vol.  1.  p.  295. 

PtaUnt  sung  at  the  Communion.  15.  5. 
10.  Vol.  5.  p.  386. 

^'aXrac  icayoviKbu  3.  7.  2.  Vol.  1 .  p. 
296. 

Ptyehid,  A  Name  of  Reproach  given 
to  the  Catholic*  by  the  MorUanists.  1 . 
2.  14.  Vol.  l.p.  19. 

Puhlicauu  Their  Extortion  censured. 
16.  12.  11.  Vol.6,  p.  409. 

HvXtapou  Doorheeperi  3.  6.  1.  Vol.  1. 
p.  293. 

Pulpitum.  The  lUading-Deik,  3.  5. 4. 
Vol.  1.  p.  291.  It.  8.  5.  4.  Vol.  2. 
p.  131. 

Purgatio  Canonica,  An  Abuse  of  the 
Eucharist,  15.  5.  9.  Vol.  5.  p.  385. 

Purgatory  not  regarded  in  the  ancient 
Prayers  for  the  Dead.  15. 3.  16.  Vol. 
5.  p.  267. 

Pythonici,  Persons  speaking  by  the 
Spirit  of  Divination  censured,  16.  5. 
4.  Vol.  6.  p.  222. 

Pyxt  for  the  Eucharitl.  A  modem 
Invention.  8.  6.  18.  Vol.2,  p.  158. 

Q. 

QUADRAGESIMA.    See  Unt. 

Qutntilliaru.  Heretics  rejecting  Bap- 
tism. 11.2.  1.  Vol.  3.  p.  124. 

Quotidiana  Oratio,     See  Lord*i  Pi-ayer, 


RaiU  of  the  Chancel.  8.  6.  6.  Vol.  2. 
p.  143. 

Rapei  and  Ravishment  censured.  16. 
11.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  378. 

Rationalii  Diac€seot,  9.  1.  12.  Vol.  2. 
p.  279. 

Readers,  An  Order  of  the  Inferior 
Clergy  in  the  Third  Century.  3.  5. 
1.  Vol.  l.p.  288. 

Children  made  Readeru  3.  5. 

5.  Vol.  1.  p.  292. 


Catechumens  made  Readert  at 

Alexandria.  3.  5.  2.  Vol.  1.  p.  290. 


Form  of  Ordaining  Readers,  3. 


R. 


RAIUN 
13 


5.  3.  Vol.  l.p.  290. 

Rebaptiztttion.  Laws  against  it.  12.  5. 
1.  Vol.  3.  p.  337.  It.  17.  6.  3.  Vol. 

6.  p.  493. 

Rebellion  censured.  16.  9.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
334. 

Receptorium.  8.  7.  8.  Vol.  2.  p.  178. 

Redimieula,  7.  3.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  34. 

Refuge.    See  Atylum. 

Register  of  Baptism  and  Sponsors  kept 
in  the  Church.  11.  7.  12.  Vol.  3.  p. 
232.  It.  11.  8.  13.  Vol.  3.  p.  251. 

Of  the  Ordination  of  Bishops 

keptin  every  Primate's  Church.  2.  1 6* 
8.  Vol.  1.  p.  153. 

Relicks  of  the  Dead  not  to  be  kept 
above  Ground,  or  be  bought  or  sold. 
23.  4.  7.  and  8.  Vol.  7.  p.  -See.  &c 
367. 


Not  to  be  worshipped.  23.  4. 


LING  and  Reviling  censured.  16. 
.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  438.  ' 


9.  Vol.  7.  p.  368. 
Remmia  Lex.  16.  13.  1.  Vol.  6.  p.  434. 

Remboth.      A   Sort   of    ungovernable 
Monks.  7.  2.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  11. 

Renunciation  in  Baptism.  11.7,  l.V'ol. 
3.  p.  217. 
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— —  Of  the  World,  as  taught  by  se- 
veral Heretics,  centured.  16.  12.  1. 
Vol.  6.  p.  397. 

Benunciantes.  Monks  so  called.  7.  2. 
14.  Vol.  2.  p.  26. 

Rennnciative  and  Communicative  Life 
of  Monks,  how  they  differed.  7. 3.  9. 
Vol.  2.  p.  38. 

Reerdinationi  generally  condemned.  4. 
7.  5.  Vol.  1.  p.  408. 

Reerdination  of  Schismatics  and  Here- 
tics upon  their  Return  to  the  Church. 
4.  7.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  411. 

What  Repentance  required  for  greater 
and  lesser  Sins  to  qualify  Men  for  the 
Communion.  15.  8.  3.  Vol.  5.  p. 
418. 


And  by  the  Archdeacon.  %  2h  h 


Isle  of  Repentance  why  so  call- 
ed. 7.  3.  15.  Vol.  2.  p.  46. 

Residence  of  the  Clergy.  6.  4.  7.  Vol. 
1.  p.  567. 

Retignations  how  far  allowed.  6.  4.  2. 
Vol.  1.  p.  559. 

—  Clerj^y  not  to  resign  without 

Leave.  6.  4.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  557. 

ResponsaUs,  3.  13.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  327. 

RfSfwnsorii  Psalmi,  14.  1.  3.  Vol.  5.  p. 
15.     It.  14.  I.  11.  Vol.  5.  p.  12. 

Revealing  of  Secrets  censured.  16.  13. 
4.  Vol.  6.  p.  439. 

Revelations  read  in  Pentecost.  14.  3.  3. 
Vol.  5.  p.  60.  It.  17.  5.  8.  Vol.  6. 
p.  500. 

The  Clergy  sometimes  chosen 

by  Hei  elation  or  Designation  of  tiic 
Holy  Ghost.  4.  1.  3.  Vol,  1.  p. 
330. 

Revenues  of  the  Church,  how  raised.  5. 
4.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  466.  See  Oblations, 
Tithes,  First-Jruits. 


How  Lisposed  of  by  flie  Bi>hop. 


2.4.(5,  Vol.  1.1.79. 


5.  VoL  1.  p.  239. 

Fixed  Revenues  not  immediately  setded 
upon  Parish-Churches  at  their  Sot 
Division,  but  paid  into  the  Stock  «f 
the  Mother-Church.  9.  8.  6.  VoL  L 
p.  431. 

Ring  used  in  Hspousals.  22.  3.  S.  VoL 
7.  p.  250. 

PiTi^uz.  Fans.  Their  Use.  8.  6.21. 
\%l  2.  p.  166.    It.  15. 3. 6.  VoL  & 

p.  240. 

Rites  and  Ceremonies  need  not  be  the 
same  in  all  Parts  of  the  Catholie 
Church.  16.  1.  15.  VoL  6.  p.  50, 

Robbery.    See  Theft, 


Concealers  of  Rcbben  how  p«> 

nished.  16.  12.  18.  VoL  6.  p.  428. 

Rogation-days.  13. 1.  10.  VoL4.p.22« 
It.  21.  2.  8.  VoL  7.  p.  192. 

Rome  Fifty  Miles  in  compass  in  tbetiat 
of  Aurelian,  9.  5.  I.  VoL  2.  pw9JM* 

Forty  Churches  in  Rome  before  the  lait 
Persecution.  8.  1. 17.  VoL  2. p.  KM. 
It.  9.  5.  l.Vol.  2.  p.  366. 

The  Foundations  of  Rohm  and 

Constantinople  celebrated  by  annual 
Festivals.  20.  1.  5.  VoL  7.  p.  8. 
See  Festivals  and  Notales  Urbhtm, 

HislK)p  of  Rome*s  Metropolitical  and 
Patriarchal  Power  coDfined  to  the 
Suburbicaiy  Churches.  9. 1. 10.  YoL 
2.  p.  270. 

Bishop  of  Rome  had  no  Power  over  the 
Church  of  Milan,  Afridc,  Spem, 
France  or  Britain.  9.  1.  11.  Vol.2. 
p. 271. 

Bishop  of  Rome  not  privileged  to  or^ 
dain  Bishops  himself  alone.  2.  11. 
6.  Vol.  l.p.  119. 

lUshop  of  Rome's  License  not  necessaiy 
to  authorise  other  Biahops  to  conse- 
crate Churches.  8.  9.  7.  VoL  2.  p. 

218. 
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Raman  Empire.  The  State  of  it  in  the 
Days  of  the  Apostles.  9.  1.  1.  Vol. 
2.  p.  252. 

Division  of  the  Roman  Empire 


into  Dioceses  and  Provinces.  9.  1. 
6.  Vol.  «.  p.  255. 


State  of  the  Church  conformed 

to  the  State  of  the  Raman  Empire. 
9.  1.2.  Vol.  2.  p.  263. 

Errors  qf  the  Romish  Church  and  De- 
viationtfromthe  Practice  of  the  Primi- 
tive Church,  noted  in  the  following 
Pointi : 

1.  Concerning  Absolution  granted 
before  Penance  performed. 

2.  Worship  of  Angels,  Saints.  Re- 
licks,  Images,  the  Cross,  and  the  Host 
in  the  Euchariat, 

3.  Appeals  to  the  Bishop  of  Rome. 

4.  Apocryphal  Books  of  Scripture. 

5.  Baptizing  of  Bells ;  Absolute  ne- 
cessity of  Baptism. 

6.  Celibacy  of  the  Clergy  :  Exemp- 
tion of  the  Clergy  from  the  Power  of 
the  Civil  Magistrate. 

7.  Exemption  of  Children  from  the 
Power  of  Parents, 

8.  Auricular  Confession  and  Confir- 
mation made  a  Sacrament. 

9.  Communion  in  one  Kind. 

10.  Abuse  of  Excommunication  in 
deposing  Kings  and  depriving  Magis- 
trates ot  their  Civil  Rights,  and  burn- 
ing Heretics,  under  Pretence  of  Disci- 
pline. 

1 1 .  The  Consecration  of  the  Eucha- 
rist  by  muttering  privately,  Hoe  est 
Corpui  meum,  instead  of  Public  and 
Audible  Prayer. 

12.  The  Use  of  Interdicts,  and  In- 
dulgences. 

13.  Offering  of  a  Lamb  at  Easter. 

14.  Original  of  Lent,  and  changing 
the  Manner  of  Fasting. 


16.  Exemption  of  Monks  firam  tlM 
Jurisdiction  of  Bishopt. 

16.  Allowing  of  Mendicants. 

17.  Disannulling  the  Marriage  of 
Monks. 

18.  Forbidding  the  Marriage  of  Spi- 
ritual Relations. 

19.  Making  the  Marriage  of  Cousin- 
germans  to  be  Incest. 

20.  Private  and  Solitary  Mais. 

21.  Making  the  Mass  %  Sacrifice 
for  the  Quick  and  Dead. 

22.  Purgatory  and  Canonical  Pur- 
gation. 

23.  Prelatical  and  Sacerdotal  Power. 

24.  Ordination  of  Boys  and  Bishops 
without  a  Title. 

25.  Commutation  of  Penance. 

26.  Allowance  of  Sanctuary  for  the 
Worst  of  Criminals. 

27.  Keeping  the  Scripture  and  Di- 
vine-Service in  an  unknown  Tongue. 

28.  Swearing  by  the  Creatures. 

29.  Transobstantiation. 

30.  Necessity  of  a  visible  Head  to 
keep  the  Unity  of  the  Catholic  Church. 

31.  Using  Unleavened  Bread  and 
Wafers  in  the  Eucharist, 

32.  Necessity  of  Subjection  to  the 
Pope  of  Rome. 

See  under  these  several  Titles. 

Rotul(E  Panis,  Round  Loaves  of  Bread, 
not  Wafers,  in  the  Eucharist.  16.  2. 
6.  Vol.  5.  p.  212. 

Some  Churches  built  in  a  Round  Figure. 
8.  3.  1,  VoL  2.  p.  117. 


S. 


SABBATIANS.  20.  3.  6.  Vol.  7.  p. 
48. 
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SMttlh  or  Saturday,  differently  obsenr- 
ed,  in  some  Churches  a  Fast,  io 
others  a  Festival.  13.  9.'  3.  Vol.  4. 
p.  232.  It.  20.  3.  1.  Vol  7.  p.  41. 

Sabbatum  Magnum.  The  Great  Sab- 
bath or  Saturday  before  Easier,  how 
obsenred.  21.  1.  32.  Vol.  7.  p.  182. 

SabeUkms.  Their  Equivocation  about 
the  Profession  of  Three  Persons  in 
the  Trinity.  6. 3. 9.  Vol.  1.  p.  546. 


Their  Changing  the  Form  of 


Baptism.  11.  3.  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  143< 

Saecophori.  Manichee$  wearing  Sack- 
cloth. 16.  2.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  69. 

Sacerdotal  and  Prelatical  Power,  the 
same  Thing  in  a  Bishop.  2.  19. 15. 
Vol.  l.p.203. 

SaetrdotaUt  and  hudi  SaeerdotaUt* 
What  meant  by  them.  5.  3.  4.  Vol. 
l.p.  445. 

SaeerdottMLm  in  seeundo  gt  ttrtio  Ordine. 
Presbyters  and  Deacons.  2.  19.  15. 
YoL  1.  p.  205. 

&eerdotti<in  Laict.  Baptism.  11.  I.  3. 
Vol.  3.  p.  115. 

Saekeloth  and  Ashes  used  by  Penitents. 
18.  2.  2.  Vol.  6.  p.  538. 

SaerdB  Epistola.  The  Emperor's  Letters. 
2.  16.  17.  Vol.  l.p.  161. 

Saeramenta,      A    general    Name    for 
.    Sacred  Rites  and  Mysteries.  12. 1. 4. 
Vol.  3.  p.  281. 

Baptism  and  the  Eucharist  in 

this  Sense  reckoned  ¥o\u  Sacraments, 
12.  1.  4.  VoL  3  p.  282. 

Saeramentum  Fidei,  Baptism,  11.  1.  8. 
Vol.  3.  p.  120. 

Saeramentum  Catechumenorum.  Salt 
given  to  the  Catechumens,  10.  2.  16. 
Vol.  3.  p.  29. 

Nothing  to  be  demanded  for 


ProfsBatioD  oftlM 


how  punished.  16.  6.  26.  VeLi 
p.  280. 

SsemrittM.  The  Chancel.  8.  6.  S.fdl 
2.  p.  141. 

&icninttiii  Bematit,  8.  8.  22.  VoLlpi 
168. 

SaeriJieatL  Idolaten.  18.  4.  8.  VtL 
6.  p.  179. 

Saerijiee,  A  general  Name  given  leil 
Parts  of  Divine-Servioe*  18.  1.  S. 
Vol.  4.  p.  16. 

Saerijiee  of  the  Altar,  in  what  Sent 
allowed  in  the  ancient  Chnrdu  2. 
19.  15.  Vol.  1.  p.  204. 

To  offer  the  Stmrifiei  id  the 


Altar,  an  Office  belonging  to  Ririioff 
and  Presbyters ;  not  to  Deeeons.  i. 
19.  15.  Vol.  l.p.  204. 

Sacrilege,   how  cenittreA.   18.  8.  23. 
Vol.  6.  p.  274. 

-  Punished  by  Divine  Judgments, 


8. 10.  2.  VoL  2.  p.  228. 

Sacrilege  in  Robbing  of  Giavei.  18. 6L 
24.  Vol.  6.  p.  277. 

Sacrilege  and  Murder  to  defraud  the 
Poor.  16.  6.  23.  VoL  6.  p.  276.  It 
16. 10. 15.  VoL  6.  p.  356. 

Sacrilege  of  the  Traditors,  who  deU- 
vered  the  Bibles  and  Church  Utensils 
to  be  burnt  16.  6.  25.  VoL  6.  p. 
279. 

Of  profaning  the  Saciameali, 

Churches,  Altars,  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures, and  molesting  sacred  Penou 
in  Divine-Service.  16.  6.  26.  Vol.  6. 
p.  280. 

In  depriving  Men  of  the  Vm 

of  the  Holy  Scripture,  and  the  Cop 
in  the  Eucharist.  16.  6.  27.  Vol.  6. 
p.  282.  See  Scripture,  and  Cm- 
munion  in  one  Kind, 


administering  Sacraihents.  5.  4.  14. 
Vol.  1 .  p.  478. 


Many  Things  called  Sacrilege 

by  the  Romanists,  which  the  Ancieats 
called  Virtues.  16.  6.  23.  Vol.  6. 
p.  274. 
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ChArmi.  16.  A.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  218. 
and  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  227. 

To  be  retd  by  the  Clergy  aod 


5. 1.  4.  Vd.  1.  p.  420.  lu  17.5. 15. 
VoL  6.  p.  505. 


Monks  at  their  Mealt.  6.  3.  3.  Vol. 
1.  p.  534.  It.  7.  3.  17.  Vol.  2.  p.  51 

Texts  of  Scripture  written  on 


tlie  Walls  of  the  Chorcfa.  8.  5.  9. 
Vol.  2.  p.  138.  and  8.  8.  3.  Vol.  2. 
p.  196. 

Seriptum  got  by  Heart  by  many  Monh 
and  Blmd  Men  only  by  Hearing 
them  read.  7.  3.  17.  Vol  2.  p.  50. 
It.  13.  4. 10.  Vol.  4.  p.  94. 

I  Apocryphal     Scripture.    See 

Apoerypka,  and  Acts  of  the  Martyrs, 
lead  in  Churches.  14.  3.  14.  Vol.  5. 
p.  64. 

Interpreters  of  Scripture,    See 

Interpreters, 

Readers  of  Scripture.  See  ilea- 


ders  or  Lectors. 

Scifthia  had  but  one  Bishopric,  called 
TomLd.A.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  324. 

Secretanum  Bemat'u,  8.  6.  22.  Vol.  2. 
p.  168. 

Secretarium  Magnum,  8.  7.  7.  Vol.  2. 
p.  177. 

Secretaria.  Sessions  of  Councils,  so 
called  from  their  sitting  in  the  Secre- 
tarium  of  the  Church.  8.  7. 7.  Vol.  2. 
p.  178. 

Secrets.  Unfaithfulness  in  Revealing 
them  censured.  16.  13.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
438. 

Secular  Monh.  7.  2.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  13. 

Secular  Offices  forbidden  to  the  Clergy. 
6.  4.9.  Vol.  1.  p.  571.  It.  17.5. 
11.  Vol.  6.  p.  501. 

Secular  Powers  sometimes  called  in  to 
aid  the  Church.  2.  4,  4.  Vol.  1.  p. 
76.  It.  16.  2.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  63.  &c. 
It.  17.2.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  461. 


-^—  Delivering  up  to  the  Secular 
Court.  Curi4C  tradi.  What  meant  by 
it.  17.  2.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  462. 

Clergy  not  to  bring  Ecclesias- 
tical Causes  before  Sfcnlar  Judges. 


In  what  Cases  the  Clergy  vm 

or  were  not  exempt  from  the  Csgii* 
zance  of  Secular  Jadgea.  5.  2.  &. 
VoL  1.  p.  428.  5cc.  See  CUrgg  &r 
emptions. 

Sees  of  Bishopi  made  in  Confonu^ti 
the  Jurisdiction  of  Cities  in  tke  A^ 
man  Empire.  9. 1.  7.  VoL  2.  p.  263. 
&c.  It.  9.  2.  8.  VoL  2.  p.  284.  Set 
Dioceses. 

Sedition  bow  censored.  16.  9.  4.  ToL 
6.  p.  335. 

Seditious  Fenom  incapable  of  oidiM- 
tion.  4.  3. 8.  VoL  l.p.  365. 


To  be  degraded,  if  in  Ofders. 

16.  9.  4.  VoL  6.  p.  337. 

S^Koc.  A  Temple.  8. 1.  II.  Vol.  2. p. 
93. 

Seleucian  Heretics  rejected  Baptism.  1 1. 

2.  3.  Vol.  3.  p.  126. 

Self- Murder  condemned.  16.  10.  6. 
Vol.6,  p.  345. 

Self-Murderers  denied  Christiao  Bnnal, 
and  Commemoration  after  Death.  7. 

3.  12.  Vol,  2.  p.  43.  It.  23.  3. 23. 
Vol.  7.  p.  357. 

Semi'j^unia,  See  Stationary'Days. 

26/iv€7oi/.  A  Church.  7.  2.  14.  Vol.2, 
p.  27.  It.  8.  1.  11.  VoL  2.  p.  9. 

Senatorium.  The  Seat  of  the  Magis- 
trates in  Modern  Churches.  3. 5.  10. 
Vol.  2.  p.  140. 

Senes,  I'he  common  Name  of  Primates 
in  the  African  Church*  2.  16.  6. 
VoL  l.p.  151. 

Seuiores  Ecclesiastici.  Not  Lay-Eldeis. 
2.  19.  19.  VoL  l.p.  210. 

Senioritit.  Bishops  to  take  Place  bv 
Senioritu.'2.  16.  8.  Vol.  l.p.  153." 

Delin<jucnt   Bishops   to  toffcii 
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Uieir  Seniority  in  the  African  Church. 
2.  16.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  153.  It.  17.  4. 
6.  Vol.  6.  p.  479. 

Loss  of  Seniority  inflicted  on 


the  other  Clergy  for  lesser  Offences. 
17.  4.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  481. 

Septuagint,  Its    Use    in    the   ancient 
Church.  14.  3. 17.  Vol.  5.  p.  71. 

Sermons, 


Two  or  Three  •Sermons  in  one 


Assembly.  14.  4.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  93. 

Every  Day  in  some  Places,  es- 
pecially in  Lent.  14.  4.  7.  Vol.  5. 
p.  95. 

Twice  a  Day  in  some  Churches. 


14.  4.  8.  Vol.  5.  p.  96 

Not  so  frequent  in  Country- 


Villages.  14.  4.  9.  Vol.  5.  p.  100. 


Different  Sorts  of  Semums,  £x> 


positions,  Panegyrics,  de  Tempore, 
de  Sanctis,  &c.  14.  4.  10.  Vol.  5.  p. 
101.  &c. 


—  Extempore  Sermont,  14.  4.  11. 


Vol.  5.  p.  105.  &c. 


Short  Prayers  before  Seirnumi. 


14.  4.  13.  Vol.  5.  p.  110.  3cc. 


Always  before    the   Common 


Prayers.  14.  5.  1.  Vol.  5.  p.  156. 


Pax  vobis,  but  no  Use  of  Ave 


Maries  before  Sermons.  14.  4.  14. 
Vol.  5.  p.  115.  It.  14.  4.  15.  Vol. 
5.  p.  117. 

Always  upon  important  Sub- 


jects, compared  with  some  ridiculous 
Homilies  set  forth  by  authority  in  the 
Church  of  Home.  14.  4. 18.  Vol.  5. 
p.  119,  &c. 


Delivered  by  the  Preacher  sit- 
ting ;  heard  by  the  People  standing. 
14.  4.  24.  Vol.  6.  p.l34,&c. 

Penning  of  Sermons  by  the  Au- 
ditors. U.  4.  29.  Vol.5.p.  148,  &c. 

VOL.  IX. 


See  Preaching  and  the  ConteiUs^Book 
XIV.  Chap.  iv. 

Servants.    See  Slaves. 

Seseuplum.  A  grievous  Sort  of  ^sury 
condemned  by  the  Law.  6. 2. 6.  VoL 
l.p.  511. 

Shammatha,  16.  2.  17.  Vol.  6.  p.  110. 

Shaving  the  Head  and  Beard,  censured 
in  the  Clergy.  6.  4.  16.  Vol.  1.  p. 
582. 

The  Head  condemned  in  Vir- 


gins. 7.  4.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  70. 

Shoes,  put  off  by  some  at  their  Entrance 
into  the  Church.  8. 10.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 
232. 

SibyUists.  A  Name  of  Reproach  cast 
upon  Christiaiu.  1.  2.  7.  VoU  1.  p. 
15. 

Sick.  Eucharist  sent  to  them.  15.4.9. 
VoL  5.  p.  323. 

Signiferi.  A  Sort  of  Diviners  censured* 
16.5.6.  VoL6.  p.  232. 

SiUntiarii.  A  Sort  of  Monks.  7.  2.14. 
Vol.  2.  p.  26. 

Silent-Prayer.  15. 1. 1.  VoL  5.  p.  175. 

Silentium  indicere.  15.  !•  1.  VoL  5.  p« 
180. 

Siliquue.  A  Tax  so  called.  5.  3.  II. 
Vol.  1.  p.  455. 

Simonians.  A  Name  given  to  the  Nes- 
torian  Heretics.  16.  6.  6.  VoL  6.  p. 
252: 

Simonian  Idolatry.  13.  3.  3.  VoL  4.  p. 
74. 

Simony.  4.  3.  14.  VoL  1.  p.  372.  It. 
16.  6.  28.  Vol.  6.  p.  284. 

Singers.  Their  Station  in  the  Church. 
8.  5.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  131. 

When  first  made  an  Older  in 

the  Church.  3.  7.  2.  VoL  1.  p.  296, 

A  distinct  Order  from  Readers. 


3.  7.  1.  VoL  I.  p.  295. 
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— —  Canonical  Stngrrin  3. 7. 2.  Vol. 
l.p.297. 

Singing  allowed  to  the  whole  Assembly. 
3.7.2.  Vol.1,  p.  296.  It.  14.1.  13. 
Vol.  5.  p.  17. 


'  Why  Singing  sometimes  forbid- 
den to  the  People.  3.  7.  2.  Vol.  1. 
p.  297. 

Sim,  Mortal  and  Venial.  How  distin- 
guished. 16.  3.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  159, 

^rtipktna.  An  Allowance  of  Com  to 
the  Clergy  out  of  the  Emperor *s  store- 
houses. 5.  4.  7.  Vol.  I.  p.  473. 

Sitting,  no  Posture  of  Devotion.  13.  8. 
7.  Vol.  4.  p.  216.  It.  16.  6.  3.  Vol. 
5,  p.  354. 

Sittvn,  not  to  be  ordained  without  Con- 
'  sent  of  their  Masters.  4.  4.  2.  Vol. 
l.p.375. 


Nor  turn  Monks  without  their 


Consent.  7.  3.  2.  Vol.  2.  p.  29. 


—  Nor  many  without  their  Con- 
sent. 16.  9.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  335.  It. 
22.  2.5.  Vol.  7.  p.  228. 


Nor  be  baptized  without  Testi- 
mony from  their  Masters.  11.  5.  4. 
Vol.  3.  p.  184. 


Noblemen  not  to  marry  Slaves, 


22.  2.  6.  Vol.  7.  p.  228. 


Of  Jews  or  Heretical  Masters 

to  have  their  Freedom  upon  turning 
Christians.  8. 11.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  246. 
It.l6.  6.  6.  Vol.  6.p.  256. 


Manumission  of  Slaves  allowed 

upon  Sundays  or  any  other  Days  of 
Vacation  at  Law.  20.  2.  2.  Vol.  7. 
p.  15. 

Flying  from  their  Masters  not 

to  have  Benefit  of  Sanctuary  in  the 
Church.  8. 1 1.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  246. 

Sodomy,  how  punished.  16.  11,  9.  Vol. 
6.  p.  380. 


Soldiers,  in  what  Cases  denied  Baptism. 
11.5.  10.  Vol.  3.  p.  193. 

-—  And  Ordination.  4.  4.  1 .  VoL 


l.p.  374. 

SoUa  and  SwXsiov.  The  Emperor's 
Throne  in  the  Church.  8. 5. 10.  Vol. 
2.  p.  138. 

Solitarii,  A  Sect  of  the  MatueKees.  16. 
2.  4.  Vol.  6.  p.  69. 

Soothsayers,  censured.  16.  5.  2.  Vol.  6. 
p.  217. 

Sortes  Saem  and  Virgilian^,  censured. 
16.  5.  3.  Vol.  6.  p.  210.  See  Lots 
and  Divination, 

Saneta  Sophia.  8.  2.  3.  Vol.  2.  p.  111. 

^Cirpa,  The  Reward  for  saving  lost 
Goods.  16.  12.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  401. 

Spofiish  Churches,  not  subject  to  the 
Bishop  of  Rome.  9.  1. 11.  Vol  2.  p. 
273. 

Speeierum  CoUatio,  A  Tax  so  called. 
5.  3.  3.  Vol.  l.p.  443. 

Spectators  of  Stage -Plays,  censured.  16. 
4.  10.  Vol.  6.  p.  191.  It.  16.  11. 
12.  Vol.  6.  p.  386. 


Of  Gladiators,  reputed  guilty  of 


Murder.  16.  10.  14.  Vol.  6.  p.  354. 

Praying,   by   the  Spirit.   13.  6.    9. 
Vol.  4.  p.  182. 

Preaching,  by  the  Spirit.    14.  4.  12. 
Vol.  5.  p.  109. 

Sponmlitiet  Donationes.  22.  3.  3.  VoL 
7.  p.  248.    See  EspousaU, 

Sponsors,     Sureties  or  Godfathers  in 
Baptism.  11.  8.  1.  Vol.  3.  p.  238. 

Parents,  Sponsors  for  their  own 


Children.  11.  8.  2.  VoL  3.  p.  239. 

Not  bound  to   maintain  the 

Children,  for  whom  they  are  Sureties. 
1  1.  8.  3.  Vol.  3.  p.  240. 

For  Adult  Persons.  11.  8.  6- 


and  7.  Vol.  3.  p.  245. 
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But  on«  Spomar  re<{uired.  11. 


8.  11.  Vol.  4.  p.  318. 


What  Persons  might  not  he 

Spofuoru      11.  8.    10.    Vol.  3.  p. 
249. 


The  Names  of  SpoTuon  regis- 


tied.  11.  8.  13.  Vol.  3.  p.  251 


— ^— —  When  first  it  became  a  Law, 
that  Spotuort  might  not  many  those 
for  whom  they  were  Sureties.  11.  8. 
12.  Vol.  3.  p.  249.  It.  22.  2.  11. 
Vol.  7.  p.  233. 

Sportulantes  Fratres,  The  Clergy.  5. 
4.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  468. 

SiTH^atot.  A  Name  given  to  the  Pri- 
mitive Ascetics,  7.  1.6.  Vol.  2.  p.  9. 

20paWc*  Baptism.  11.  1.  6.  Vol.3, 
p.  1 16. 


Confirmation.  12.  1,  1,  Vol.  3. 

p.  286. 

Sprinkling,  sometimes  used  m  Baptism. 
11.  11.5.  Vol.  3.  p.  275.  See  Bap- 
tism, 

Stag6-players  and  Frequenters  of  the 
Stage,  denied  Baptism,  1 1. 5. 6.  Vol. 
3.  p.  188.  It.  11.  5.  9.  Vol.  3.  p. 
192. 


— —  Excluded  from  Communion. 
16.  4.  10.  Vol.  6.  p.  191.  It.  16. 
11.12.  Vol.  6.  p.  386. 


— —  Never  to  be  ordained.  4.  4.  7. 
Vol.  1.  p.  381. 

Standirig,  The  Posture  of  Prayer  on 
the  lord's- Days  and  the  Fifty  Days 
of  Pentecost.  13.  8.  3.  Vol.  4.  p. 
210.  See  Lord's-Day  Prayer,  and 
Pentecost, 


5.  p.  18. 


In  Psalmody.  14.  1.  14.  Vol. 


At  Sermons,  14.  4.  26.  Vol.  5. 

p.  137. 

At  reading  the  Gospel.  14.  3. 


10.  Vol.  5.  p.  59. 

At  the  AlUr.  8.  6.  7.  Vol.  2. 


p.  144. 


At  the  Reception  of  the  £ti- 

charist,  15.  5. 3.  Vol.  5.  p.  354. 

Stationes,  Stationary  Days,  The 
Weekly  Half-Fasts  of  Wtdnesdays 
and  Fridays,  How  observed.  13.  9. 
2.  Vol.  4.  p.  233.  It.  21.  3.  4. 
Vol.  7.  p.  199.    See  Fasts. 

The  Original  of  them.  21 . 3.  2. 


Vol.  7.  p.  196. 

How  they  differed  from  the 

Lwt.Fast.  21.  1. 16.  Vol.  7.  p.  162. 
It.  21.  3.  3.  Vol.  7.  p.  197. 

Dispute  between  the  MontanisU 

and  the  Catholics  about  Stationary 
FasU.  21.  3,  5.  Vol.  7.  p.  200, 

How  the   Wednesday   Station 

came  to  be  changed  to  Saturday  in 
the  Western  Church.  21. 3. 6.  VoL  7. 
p.  202. 

S^attiei  or  Many  Images,  not 

allowed  m  Churches  till  alter  the 
Third  Council  of  Nice.  8.  8.  11. 
Vol.  2.  p  208. 

Statue  of  Christ,  made  by  the  Syro* 
pfutnieian  Woman,  not  set  in  the 
Church  for  Worship,  but  laid  up  in 
the  VestiT  for  Safety  against  the 
Abuses  of  the  Heathen.  8.  8.  6. 
Vol.  2.  p.  203, 

SravpoT^yiov.  8.  9.  5.  Vol.  2.  p. 
216. 

Stellionatus,  Fraud  censured.  16.  12. 
14.  Vol.6,  p.  413. 

Sticharia,  Sacred  Vestments.  13.  8. 
2.  Vol.  4.  p.  207. 

^roai.  Porticoes  of  the  Church.  8.  3. 
5.  Vol.  2.  p.  121. 

Stolen  Goods.  Buying  of  them  cen- 
sured. 16.  12. 18.  Vol.  6.  p.  426. 

Strangers,  not  to  be  ordained.  4.  3.  5. 
Vol.  1.  p.  360. 

Communion  of  Strangers,  See  Commu* 
nw  Peregrina, 

Srparfta.  The  General  Name  for  all 
Secular  Offices,  Civil  as  well  as  Mili- 
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taiy  amoDg  the  Rowan*.  6. 4. 9.  Vol.  i  Suburbiearut  Eeelesi^,    An  Account  of 


l.p.671. 

Strife  and  Contention,  censured  as  a 
lower  Degree  of  Murder.  16. 10.  17. 
Vol.  6.  p.  358. 

Oblations  not  to  be  received 

from  Persons  at  Strife  and  Variance. 
16.  2.  2.  Vol  5.  p.  198. 

SrooyyvXcfi^^C  aproQ,     Communion 
Loaves.  15.  2.  6.  Vol.  5.  p.  212. 

Studies  of  the  Clergy.  6.  3. 1.  Vol.  I. 
p.  528. 

Studitit.    Monks  so  called.  7.  2.  10. 
Vol.  2.  p.  21. 

Sttflittt,  Another  Name  of  Monks.  7. 
2.  5.  Vol.  2.  p.  12. 

Sub-deacons,  not  mentioned  before  the 
Third  Century.  3.  2.  1.  Vol.  l.p. 
274.  ^ 

Ordained  without  Imposition 

of  Hands.  3.2.  2.  Vol.  l.p.  275. 


Their  Offices.  3.  2.  3.  Vol.  1. 


p.  275. 


■  The  precise  Number  of  Seven 
Subdeacons  retained  in  the  Roman 
Church.  3.  2.  5,  Vol.  1.  p.  277. 

Sitbdiaconissa.    A  Subdeacon's  Wife.  2. 
22.15.  Vol.  l.p.  259. 

Substrators,    An  Order  of  Catechumens. 
10.2.4.  Vol.3,  p.  15. 


An  Order  of  Penitents.  18.1. 


them.    9.  1. 9.  VoL  2.  p.  268. 

Suffragan  Bishops,  diffnent  from  Chen- 
piscapi,  in  the  andent  Cborch.    2. 
14.  13.  &  14.  Vol.  l.p.  144. 

tumult  SacerdoUs.  A  Title  of  Bishops, 
forbidden  in  the  African  Chuicbcs. 
2.  2.  8.  Vol.  l.p.  67. 

Smiday,  an  andem  Name  of  the  L«rd  V 
Day,    See  Urd^t-Day. 

SvwiVaKToi.  Women  forbidden  to  live 
with  Clergymen.  6.  2.  13.  VoL  I. 
p.  525.  It.  17.  6.25.  VoL  6. p.  615. 

"l^vvTaTrofjLai  XP'^'V*  ^^'  ''^  ^'  ^'®^'  ^* 
p.  224. 

Sttperindicta,  A  Tax  so  called.  6.  3.  3. 
Vol.  1.  p.  443.  It.  6.  3.  8.  VoL  1. 
p.  454. 

SuperposUiones,  Extraordinary  Fasts. 
21.1.25.  Vol.  7.  p.  174. 

Superttitio  Nova.  A  Name  of  Reproadi 
cast  upon  the  Christian  Religion.  1. 
2.6.  Vol.  1.  p.  14. 

Supremacy  of  Princes  above  all  Eccle- 
siastics. 5. 2.  14.  VoL  L  p.  436.  It 
16. 9. 4.  Vol.  6.  p.  336.  It.  16. 2.5. 

Vol.  6.  p.  77. 

Of  the  Pope  of  Rome  over  all 

Churches,  not  allowed  in  ancient 
Practice.  9. 1.  9.  VoL  2.  p.  268.  lu 
16.  1.  14.  VoL  6.  p.  48.  It.  2.  5. 1. 
Vol.  l.p.  80. 


5.  Vol.  6.  p.  534. 


Their  Station  in  the  Church. 

8.5.3.  VoL  2.  p.  130. 

Suburbs  of  a  City,  denotes  all  the 
Country  Towns  and  Villages  de- 
pending upon  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
City  Magistrates.  9.  2.  3.  Vol.  2. 
p.  283. 

Dioceses  of  Bishops  anciently 

confined  to  a  City  with  such  de- 
pending Sicburbs,  9.  2.  3.  Vol.  2. 
p.  284. 


Sureties  in  Baptism.    See  Sponsors. 

Sursum  Carda,  A  Form  used  in  the 
Eucharist.  15.  3.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  242. 

Suspemio  a  Divisione  Mensumd,  5.  4. 
3.  Vol.  1.  p.  668.  It.  17.  1.  4.  Vol. 
6.  p.  451. 

Suspensio  ab  Officio,  17.  1.5.  Vol.  6. 
p.  451. 

Suspension  from  the  Eucharist,  the  lesser 
Excommunication.  16.  2.  7.  Vol.  6. 
p.  80. 
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Swemringt  in  common  Convenation  ceiy- 
sured.  16. 7.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  314. 

By  Creatures,  censured.  6.  2« 


10.  Vol  1.  p.  521.    It.  16.  7.  6. 
Vol.  6.  p.  315. 

By    the     Emperor's    Gentui,  I 

Saints,  Angels,  &c.  not  allowed.  16. 
7.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  316.  &c 

By  the  Emperor's  Safety,  in 


Synodt,  Ftoviiicial  to  be  held  twice  a 
Year.  2.  3.  9  Vol.  1.  p.  72.  It. 
2.16.17.  Vol.  l.p.  161. 

Primates  to  call,  and  preside  in. 


what  Sense  admitted.  16.  7.  6.  Vol. 
6.  p.  315. 

By  the  Alleluia,    What  meant 


by  it.  14.  2.  4.  Vol.  5.  p.  33.  See 
Oaths  and  Perjury. 

Sjfwtbolieal  Representations  of  God.  8. 
8.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.  206. 

Of  Christ    and    the   Holy 


Ghost.  8.  8.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  199,  &c. 
It.  88.  11.  Ibid.  Vol.  2.  p.  208. 

Synagogue*  turned  into  Churches.  8.  2, 
4.  Vol.  2.  p.  115. 

Churches    conformed    to    the 


Model  of  Synagogues.  8.  6.  10.  Vol. 
2.  p.  148. 

Not  to  be  frequented  upon  any 


Account  by    Christians.    16.   6.   3. 
Vol.  6.  p.  246. 

Synedrians.  A  Name  of  Reproach  cast 
upon  the  Catholics  by  the  Novatians, 
1.2.13.  Vol.  l.p.  18. 

SynesiuSf  His  irregular  Ordination.  4.  3. 
3.  Vol.  1.  p.  358. 

Synodi,  Churches.  8.  1.  7.  Vol.  2.  p. 
84. 

Synodic^  Epi^toUt.  Circular  Letters 
written  by  Bishops,  testifying  their 
Faith,  immediately  after  their  En- 
thronement.  2.  11.  10.  Vol.  1.  p. 
128. 


•The  Primate's  Letters  summon- 


Provincial  Synods.  2. 16.  17.  Vol.  1 
p.  167. 

Bishops  obliged  to  attend  Pro- 


?incial  Synods.  Ibid,  and  17.  5.  3. 
Vol.  6.  p.  492. 

Liberty  of  Appeal  from  Bishops 


or  Primates  to  a  Provincial  Synod.  2. 
16.  16.  Vol.  1.  p.  160. 

No  Appeal  from  a  Provincial 


Synod  to  Foreign  Churches.  9.  1.  11. 
Vol.  2.  p.  271.  It.  17.  5.  14.  Vol. 
6.  p.  504. 

No   Clerk,   condemned   by   a 

Provincial  Synod,  to  officiate  before 
he  is  acquitted  by  another.  17.  5. 
14.  Vol.  6.  p.  504. 

Patriarchal  Synods.  Their  Power  above 
Provincial.  2.  17.  14.  Vol.  1.  p.  178. 

Oecumenical  Synods,  or  General  Coun- 
cils. Their  Use  and  Power  in  the 
Church.  16.  1.  13.  Vol.  6.  p.  46. 

National  Synods.  Their  Power.  16.  1. 
13.  Vol.  7.  p.  46.  &c. 

Consistorial  Synods  of  the  Bishop  and 
Presbyters.  2. 19. 11.  VoL  l.p.  198. 

Synods,  of  Elect  Judges.  2. 16. 16.  VoL 
1.  p.  160. 

Held  in  the  Baptisteries.  8.  7. 


2.  VoL  2.  p.  172. 

In  the  Catechumenia,  8.  5.  7. 


ing  the  Provincial  Bishops  to  the 
Synod.  2.  16.  17.  VoL  1.  p.  161. 


I  Vol.  2.  p.  136. 

In  the  Seeretaria  of  the  Chorch. 

8.7.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  177. 

Systatic^  Epistola.  6.  1.  3.  VoL  1.  p. 
419. 


Letters  written  by  a  Synod. 


Synodita.   A  Sort  of  Monks,  7.  2.  3. 
VoL  2.  p.  10. 


T. 


TABERNACULA.  Churches.   8.    1 
11.  Vol.2,  p.  93. 
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Talmta  CUrieorum.  1.  5.  10.  Vol.  1.  p. 
37. 

Lex  Talumis.  16. 10.  9.  Vol.  6.  p.  349. 

Taxet*  Clergy  not  exempt  by  Divine 
Right  from  them.  5.  3.  1.  Vol.  1. 
p.  437. 

—  What  Taxes  were  not  imposed 

upon  the  Clergy.  5.  3.  2.  Vol.  1.  p. 
438.     See  CUrgy-PriviUges. 

TaCiwrat.  Officers  of  the  Civil  Courts 
not  to  be  ordained  among  the  Clergy. 
4.  4.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.  376. 

l^tC  prifiaroQ,  The  Clergy.  1 .  5.  1 1 . 
Vol.  1.  p.  38. 

TaxvypA^t.  Notaries^  3.  13.  5.  Vol. 
I.  p.  325. 

Te  Deum  Hymn.  14.  2.  9.  Vol.  5.  p. 
39. 

TlXfiou  Baptized  Christians.  1.  4.  3. 
Vol.  1.  p.  26. 

TiXfiov.     The  Eudutrist.  1.  4.  3.  Vol. 

I.  p.  26. 

TcXcri}.  Baptism.  11.  1.  10.  Vol.3, 
p.  123. 

Tl/icvoc.     A  Temple  or  Church.  8.  1. 

II.  Vol.  2.  p.  93. 

Tempestarii,  Conjurers  censured.  16.  5. 
6.  Vol.  6.  p.  231. 

Temples,  When  that  Name  was  first 
given  to  Churches.  8.  1.  6.  Vol.  2. 
p.  82. 


Heathen    TempUs  turned  into 


Churches.  8.  2.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  1 12. 


Heathen    Temples    and    their 

Revenues  given  to  the  Church.  5.  4. 
10.  Vol.  I.  p.  475. 


— — — —  Heathen  Temples  not  to  be 
built  or  adorned  by  Christians.  l6.  4. 
12.  Vol.  6.  p.  195. 

Tertiana.  The  Bishop's  Thirds  of  all 
Revenues  belonging  to  the  Church. 
9.  8.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  434. 

TiTp&^vXov.  The  Cloisters.  8.  3.  5. 
Vol.  2.  p.  121. 


Thanet,    Lords  of  Manon.  9.  6.  6. 
Vol.  2.  p.  433. 

Oav/iaro9roio2.     Magicians  censored. 
16.  5.  7.  Vol.  6.  p.  233. 

Theft,  censured.  16.  12.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
400. 


In  detaining  lost  Goods.  Ibid. 

Theod&rwtWDiocese  bad  Eight  Hundred 
Parishes  in  iu  9.  2.  14.  Vol.  2.  p. 
313. 

Of ^ifirroc  and  Oso^psfstvou  Diviners 
condemned.  16.  5.  4.  Vol.6,  p. 224. 

Oi6ipopo^  and  Otovptapvrtu,  Messen- 
gers sent  from  one  Church  to  ano- 
ther. 8.  7. 15.  Vol.  2.  p.  190. 

Theopfiori,  A  Name  of  Christians.  1. 
1.4.  Vol.  1.  p.  4. 

Therapeuta.  A  Name  of  Christians. 
1.1.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  1. 


A  Name  of  Monks.  7.  2.  14. 

Vol.  2.  p.  26. 

SoXtara,    Churches  built  areh-wise  or 
round.  8.  3.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  118. 

Throne,  of  the  Emperor  in  the  Church. 
8.5.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.  138. 

Of  the  Bishop.  2.  9.  7.  VoL  1. 

p.  102.    It.  8.  6.  10.  Vol. 2. p.  147. 


Of  the  Presbyters.  2.  19.  5. 

Vol.  1.  p.  191.     It.  8.  6. 10.  Vol.  2. 
p.  147. 

ThurariL  Sellers  of  Frankincense  to 
the  Heathen  Temples  censured  as 
Contributers  to  Idolatry.  16.  4.  13. 
Vol.  6.  p.  196. 

Thurificati,  Idolaters  censured.  16. 
4.  5.  Vol.  6.  p.  179. 

Thursday,  superstitiously  observed  in 
Honour  of  Jupiter,  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6. 
p.  230. 

Ovpiiipoi,    See  Doorkeepers, 

Ovffiarrtpiov.  The  Altar-part  or  Chan- 
cel. 8.  6.  3.  Vol.  2.  p.  142. 

Tintinnahiita,  8.  7.  15.  Vol.  2.  p.  192. 

See  Bflh. 
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Tirtmis,     Cateehumint,  10.  1.  1.  Vol. 
3.  p.  1. 

Tirottes  and  Aurum  Tironkum,    A  Tax 
so  called.  5.  3.  4.  Vol.  1.  p.  445. 

Tithes,  dae  by  DiviDe  Right.  5.  5.  1. 
Vol.  l.p.482. 

Why  not  exacted  in  the  first 


Ages.  5.  5.  2.  Vol.  1 .  p.  484. 


— —  Settled  in  the  Fourth  Century. 
5.  5.  3.  Vol.  1.  p.485. 

Titular  Bishops  not  allowed.  4.  6.  2. 
Vol.  1.  p.  392. 


Ordinations,   what  and   why 

condemned.  5. 3. 15.  Vol.  I.  p.  461. 

No  one  to  be  ordaioed  without 


9iTiUe.  4.  6.  2.    Vol.  l.p.392. 

TituU.  A  Name  given  to  some  Churches. 
8.1.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.  92. 

Tomi.     The  only  Bishopric  in  Scythia, 
9.  4.1.  Vol.  2.  p.  342. 

Tareellus  the  first  Author  of  Organs  in 
Churches.  8.  7.  14.  Vol.  2.  p.  167. 

Tonsure  of  the  Clergy,  what.  6.  4. 16. 
Vol.  1.  p.  582. 

Of  Monks.  7.  3.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 

33. 

Traetoria.  The  Primate's  Letter  of 
Summons  to  a  Provincial  Synod.  2. 
16.17.  Vol.1,  p.  161. 

Trades,  in  some  Cases  allowed  to  the 
Clergy.  6.  4.  13.  Vol.  1.  p.  576. 

Traditars  of  the  Bible  censured.  16.  6. 
25.  Vol.  6.  p.  279. 

Traffic,  Fraud  in  censured.  16.  12.  17. 
Vol.  6.  p.  420. 

Translations,  of  the  Bible  into  all  Lan- 
guages. 14.  3.  17.  Vol.  5.  p.  71. 
It.  13.  4.  5.  Vol.  4.  p.  83. 

Translatio  Itala,  Vitus,  Vulgaris,  14.3. 
17.  Vol.6,  p  74. 

Translatian  of  the  Septuagint,  14.  3. 
17.  Vol.  5.  p.  74, 


Translation  of  Bishops  from  one  See  to 
another  in  what  Cases  allowed.  6. 
4.  6.  Vol.  1.  p.  565. 

Transubstantiation  not  known  to  the 
ancient  Church.  15.  5.  4.  Vol.  5.  p. 
358.  &c. 

Treason  censured.  16.  9.  4.  Vol.  6.  p. 
335. 

Treatise  on  the  8th  Canon  of  the  Coun- 
eel  of  Nice.  Vol.  4.  from  p.  213  to 
p.  253. 

Trtpalium.  17.  5.  34.  Vol.  6.  p.  522. 

Tribunal,  The  Altar-Part  or  Sanctuary. 
8.6.  1.  Vol.2,  p.  140. 

Ecclesue,  3.  5.  4.  Vol.  1.  p. 


291.    It.  8.  5.  4.  Vol.  2.  p.  131. 

Trinity,    worshipped     in    the    ancient 
Church.  13.  2.  1.  Vol.  4.  p.  30.  he, 

In  Unity,  explained.  13.  2.  3. 

Vol.  4.  p.  40.  ficc. 

Sermon  on  the  Doctrine  of  the 


Trinity.  Vol.  8.  from  p.  299.  to  p. 
321. 

Trisagion  Hymn.  14.  2.  3.  Vol.  5.  p. 
30.    It.  15.  3.  10.  Vol.  5.  p.  247. 

Tritheists.  11.  3.  4.  Vol.  3.  p.  139.  It. 
13.  2.  3.  Vol.  4.  p.  45. 

Trophi[a,    Churches  why  so  called.  8* 

1.  10.  Vol.  2.  p.  90. 

Tp^Xun-n  and  Trulla.  8.  3.  1.  Vol.  2. 
p.  118. 

Trumpets,  used  to  call  Church  Assem- 
blies. 8.  7.  15.  Vol.  2.  p.  190. 

Trust,  Fraud  in  censured.  16. 12. 16. 
Vol.  6.  p.  419. 

Tunica,  a  Sacred  Vestment.  13.  8.  2. 
Vol.  4.  p.  207. 

Tyckmum,     The  Temple  of  Fortune 
turned  into  a  Church.  8.  2.  4.  Vol. 

2.  p.  115. 

V. 

VACANT  Sees  under  the  Care  of  the 
Primate.  2.  16.  20.  Vol.  1.  p.  162. 

To  be   filled   within   Three 

I       Months.  2.  11.  1.  Vol.  1.  p.  113. 
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Vagmntt  censured.  16.  12.  19.  Vol.  6. 
p.  428. 

r#iif,  of  the  Church.  8.  6.  8.  Vol.  2.  p. 
145. 

VtU,  io  Marriage.  22.  4.  4.  Vol.  7.  p. 
270. 

Veiling,  of  Penitents.  18.  2.  3.  Vol.  6. 
p.  541. 

Of  Virgins.  7.  4.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 


69. 

VaUntinian  Heretics  rejected  from  Bap- 
tism. 11.2.  1.  Vol.  3.  p.  124. 

VaUt.  Diyiners  censured.  16.  5.  4. 
Vol.  6.  p.  223. 

Veeolofacere,  20.  1.  3.  Vol.  7.  p.  6. 

Vtttefiei,  See  Magicians. 

Venial  and  Mortal  Sins.  16. 3. 14.  Vol. 
6.  p.  159.  6lc, 

VesuU  of  Wood,  Glass,  Silver,  and 
Gold,  used  in  the  Altar-Service.  8. 
6.  21.  Vol.2,  p.  160. 


These  kept  by  the  Deacons.  2. 

2O.4.V0I.  l.p.216. 

The  Custom  of  delivering  Vet' 


sels  into  the  Hands  of  Presbyters  at 
'    their  Ordination,   not  used  by  the 
Ancients.  2.  19.  17.  Vol.  1.  p.  207. 
IL  4.  6.  13.  Vol.  1.  p.  403. 


^  Holy  VeaeU  never  put  to  any 

common  Use.  8.  10.  2.  Vol.  2.  p. 
227. 

Vatibulum  Magnum.  8.  3.  4.  Vol.  2.  p. 
121. 

Vestry,  8.  7.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  177. 

Viatieum,    Baptism,  11.  1.  10.  Vol.  3. 
p.  122. 


Vidsut.  See  Widows, 

Vigils,  how  observed.  13.  9.  4.  Vol.  4. 
p.  235.  It.  20.  7. 9.  Vol.  7.  p.  117. 

Not  to  be  kept  by  Women 

alone.  8.  10.  1.  Vol.  2.  p.  226.  It 
16.  11.  17.  Vol.  6.  p.  396. 

Villages  and  Cities  how  distinguished. 
9.  2. 3.  Vol  2.  p.  284. 

Sometimes  made  Bishops*  Sees. 


2.  I2.3.V0I.  l.p.  126. 

Village  BiAops,  in  AnMeu  9.  2.  7.  Vol. 
2.  p.  297. 

In  Libya,  9.  9.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 


291. 


290. 


In  Egypt,  9.  2.  6.  Vol.  2.  p. 


Virgins,  Ecclesiastical  and  Monastical. 
How  they  differed.  7.  4.  1.  Vol.  2. 
p.  63. 

Consecrated  by  the  Bishop.  7. 


4.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  68. 


Their  Habit,  Vol,  and  Mitre. 


7.  4.  1.  VoL  2.  p.  68. 

Their  Place  in  the  Church.  7. 


4.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  72.  It.  8.  6.  9.  Vol. 
2.  p.  137. 

Excused  from  the  Capitation 


Tax ;  and  other  Honoun  paid  to  them. 
7.  4.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  72. 

No  solemn  Vow  required  of 


Virgins  at  first.  7.  4.  2.  Vol.  2.  p. 
64. 


ITie  Eucharist.  15.  4.  9.  Vol. 

5.  p.  323.    It.  18.  4.  3.  Vol  6.  p. 
679. 

Viears  of  Christ.  The  common  Title 
of  all  Bishops.  2.  2.  10.  Vol.  1.  p. 
58. 


When  first  subjected  to  Eccle- 
siastical Censure  for  Marrying.  7.  4. 
3.  Vol.  2.  p.  65. 

Virgins  might  marry,  if  consecrated 
under  Forty  years  of  Age.  7.  4.  5. 
Vol.  2.  p.  66. 

Marriage,  of  professed  Firgim, 

never  declared  null.  7.  4.  4.  Vol.  2. 
p.  65. 

Virpns,  not  shaven  at  their  Consecra- 
tion. 7,  4.  6.  Vol.  2.  p.  71. 
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— — —  SouMtiiiies  mada  Dtaooneases. 
3.  22.  2.  Vol.  1 .  p.  248. 

—  Kavishen  of  Virgim  ptmished 
with  Death.  16.  11.  8.  Vol.  6.  p. 
379. 

Viiitationt  Parochial  to  be  made  once  a 
Year  by  the  Bishop,  or  else  his  Dio- 
cese to  be  divided.  9.  6.  16.  Vol.  2. 
p.  387.    It.  9.  6.  22.  Vol.  2.  p.  400. 

Primates  might  visit  all  Dioce- 


ses  in  their  Province.  2. 16.  18.  VoL 
1  .p.  161. 


Honor  Cathedre,     A  Pension 

paid  to  Bishops  at  their  Visitations, 
9.  8. 6.  Vol.  2.  p.  432. 

Fmttn^-Presbyters.  2.  14.  12.  Vol.  1. 
p.  143. 

Vituriarii,  16.  5.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  232. 

ITficitf.    ATai  socalled.  5. 3. 11.  Vol. 
1.  p.  455. 

Uncovering  the  Head  in  Prayer.  13.  8. 
9.  Vol.  4.  p.  218. 

Unction,    A  Ceremony  used  in  Bap- 
tism. 11.  9.  1.  Vol.  3.  p.  252 


■«  And  in  Confirmation.  12.  3. 


1.  Vol.  3.  p.  369. 

No  Unction  in  the  Ordination 

of  Presbyters.   2.  19.  17.  Vol.  1.  p. 
207.     It.  4.  6. 13.  Vol.  1.  p.  403. 


Extreme  Unction. 


Unity  of  the  Church  to  be  maintained 
by  the  Clergy.  6.  3.  11.  Vol.  1.  p. 
555. 


—  Of  Faith  and  obedience  neces- 
sary as  Fundamental  to  the  very 
Being  of  the  Church.  16.  1.  1.  Vol. 
6.  p.  1. 

Of  Charity  included  therein. 


16.  1.2.  Vol.  6.  p.  9. 

Other  Sorts  of  Unity  necessaiy 

to  the  well-being  of  the  Church ;  as 
Unity  of  Baptism,  Worship,  subjec- 
tion to  a  lawful  Bishop,  and  subjec- 
tion to  the  Discipline  of  the  Church. 
16. 1. 3.  Vol.  6.  p.  10. 
VOL.    IX. 


Catholic  Unity,  how  maintain- 


ed. 16.  1.  8.  Vol.  6.  p.  36. 

No  Necessity  of  a  visible  Head 

to  maintain  the  Catholic  Unity  of  the 
Church.  16.  1.  14.  VoL  6.  p.  48. 

Catholic  Unity  requires  not  an 

Agreement  in  all  Rites  and  Ceremo- 
nies throughout  the  whole  Church. 
16.  1.  15.  Vol.  6.  p.  50. 

Unleavened  Bread  not  used  in  the  £«- 
ckarist.  15.  2.  5.  Vol.  5.  p.  208. 

Breach  of  Vows,  how  censured. 


16.7.  9.  Vol.  6  p.  328. 

No  solemn    Vow  required   of 


Monks  at  first.  7.  3.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  36. 
Nor  of  the  Clergy.     See  Celi- 


bacy. 


Nor  of  Virgins.  7.  4.  2.  Vol. 

2.  p.  64. 

'YTracMiv.  Joining  in  the  Close  of  a 
Verse  in  Psalmody.  14. 1. 12.  Vol.5, 
p.  14. 

'ICvkp^iffiC'  Addition  to  a  Fast.  21.  1. 
25.  Vol.  7.  p.  174. 

'Yxcpuiov.  A  Church.  8.  1.  13.  Vol. 
2.  p.  98. 

*Y9rcpa»a.  The  Womens'  Galleries  in 
the  Church.  8.  5.  7.  VoL  2.  p.  136. 

'Yxiypirat.  Deacons.  2.  20.  2.  Vol.  1. 
p.  214. 

"YxifxeiV'  3.  7.  3.  VoL  1.  p.  297.  It. 
14. 1.12.  VoL  5.  p.  14. 

'Y7ro/3oXeTc.  Precentors.  3.  7.  3.  Vol. 
1.  p.  297.  It.  14.  1.  12.  VoL  5. 
p.  14. 

'Yiroypa^ftC.  Notaries.  3.  13.  5.  Vol. 
1.  p.  325. 

*  YxoirliiTovrec-  Penitents,  called  Prot- 
trators  or  Kaeelers.  18. 1 .  5.  Vol.  6. 
p.  535. 

i 

Their  Station  in   the  Church. 


8.5.3.  VoL  2.  p.  130. 
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'Tinwlwrwrtc.    CaUchvmtnft.  10.2. 
4.  Vol.3,  p.  15. 

UreeoUi.  Water-pots.  8.  6.  21.  Vol.  2. 
p.  163. 

Umrers  not  to  be  ordained.     4.  3.  8. 
Vol.  1.  p.  365. 

Uiuty  censured.    6.  2.  6.    VoL  1.  p. 
509.  It.  16.  12.  13.  Vol.6,  p. 412. 

UiMry  upon   Usury  forbidden  by   the 
RanumLxwi,  6.2.6.  Vol.1. p.510. 

Vulgar  Tongie,  naed  in  Divine  Service. 
13.4.1.  Vol.  4.  p.  77. 

Scriptures  read  in  the  Vulgar 


Tongue.  See  Seripturet, 
W. 

WAFERS  not  used  in  the  Eucharist, 
15.  2.  5.  VoL  5.  p.  206. 

Wakss.   Their  Original.  8.9.  14.  Vol. 
2.  p.  225. 

Wandering  Beggan  censured.  11.  5.  8. 
Vol.  3.  p.  191. 

Monks  censured.    7.  2.   12. 


Vol.  2.  p.  22. 

^—  Clergy  censured.  6.  4.  5.  Vol. 
1.564.  It.  16.  12.  19.  Vol.6,  p. 
429. 

Washing  the  ■  Hands.  A  Ceremony 
used  by  Men  at  their  Entrance  into 
the  Church.  8.  3.  6.  VoL  2.  p.  122. 
It.  8.  10.  5.  VoL  2.  p.  232. 


Of  Hands  before  Consecration 

of  the  Eucharist.    15.  3.  4.    VoL  5. 
p.  239. 


The  Feet,   used  by  some  at 

Baptism.  12.  4.  10.  VoL  3.  p.  332. 


Continnl  Wa^kiUng 9giA¥n,ym 

Day  and  Night,  how  observed  by 
some  Monks.  7 .  3. 17.  VoL  2.  p.  48. 
Bee  Acosmtt^m 

Women  not  to  waXeh  alone  in 

the  Church.  See  VigiU* 

Water  mixed  with  Wine  in  the  Emcka- 
rist.  15.2.7.  VoL  5.  p.  214. 

Consecrated  by  Prayer  in  Bap- 


The  Dead.    23.  3. 3.    VoL  7. 


p.  326. 


■  Of  the  Catechumens  before  Bap- 

tism, a  mere  Civil  Bite  of  Decency. 
12.  4.  10.  VoL  3.  p.  333. 

Watching  with  the  Dead  before  Burial. 
23.  3.  5.  Vol.  7.  p.  329. 


tism.  11.  10. 1.  VoL  3.  p.  260 

Water'Baptism  rejected  by  many  an- 
cient Heretics.  11.  2.  1.  Vol.3, 
p.  124. 

Wednesday  and  Friday  WeddyTulbs, 
See  Fasts  and  Stationary  Days. 

Whisperers  censured.  16.  13.  3.  VoL 
6.  p.  436. 

Whipping,  a  Punishment  of  the  inferior 
Clergy.  16.  3.  11.  Vol.  6.  p.  155. 

Voluntary  Whipping  of  Monkst 

condemned  and  censured.  (7.  3.  12. 
VoL  2.  p.  43.    See  FtageUanies. 

FFU<«  Garments  worn  by  the  Neophytes, 
or  newly  Baptised.  12.  4. 1.  Vol.  3. 
p.  322.  It.  20.  6.  6.  VoL  7.  p.  104. 

Also  by  Ministeii  in  Divine 


Service.  13.  8.  2.  Vol.  4.  p.  206. 

Whitsunday  FestivaL  20.  6.  6.  VoL  7. 
p.  104. 

Widows  of  the  Church.  7,  4.  9.  VoL  2. 
p.  73. 

Deaconesses.  2.  22. 1.  Vol.  1. 


p. 247. 

Not  to  Marry  until    Twelve 

Months  after  their  Husband's  Death. 
22.  2.  8.  Vol.  7.  p.  231. 

Forging  of  Wills  censured.  16. 


12.14.  VoL  6.  p.  412.  or  414 

False  Witness,  how  punished. 


16.13.1.  VoL6.  p.  433. 


False    Tf  tineas  against  Men's 


lives,  reputed  and  punished  as  Mur- 
der. 16.  10.  9.  VoL  6.  p.  348. 
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IFnMi.     9m  Marriage  and  Divorce. 

Women  not  to  baptize.  2.  22.  7.  Vol. 
1.  p.  264.  It  11.  4.  1.  Vol.  3. 
p.  150. 


Not  to  Preach.  14.4.6.  Vol. 

6.  p.  91. 

Woment'-^Priestiy  an  HeatheDUh  Cus- 
tom. 2.  22.  7.  Vol.  1.  p.  264. 

Woman'tGato  in  the  Church.  2.  22.  12. 
Vol.  1.  p.  267. 

Women*i  GaUeriet,    or    Place    tu    the 
Church.  8.  6.  7.  Vol.  2.  p.  136. 

Not  to  keep  private  Vigilt.    See 


VigiU. 


PenitenU.     16.  3.  2.    Vol.  6. 


p.  116. 


Divine   WortMp  oot  given  t« 

any  Creature.  13. 3.  1.  Vol.4,  p.  61. 
See  Angels,  Images,  Martyrs,  Be^ 
tics,  &c. 


Nor  to  the  Host  in  the  Eucha' 


risU  16.  6.  6.  Vol.  6.  p.  370. 


Daily  Worship  at  Church,  fre- 
quented both  by  Laity  and  Clergy. 
13. 10. 16.  VoL  4.  p.  260.  It.  17.6. 
10.  Vol.  6.  p.  601.  U.  6.  3.  & 
Vol.  1.  p.  639. 


ZYrOKPOYSTAI.  16.12,17  Vol.6, 
p.  423. 

Zygpetates,  16.  12.  17.  Vol.  6.  p.  423. 
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190.  ACTA  Andronici.  ap.  Baron.  aD.  190. 
202.  Acta  Martyrum  ScylUtanorum.  ap.  Baron.  202. 
303.  Acta  Euplii.  ap.  Baron,  an.  303. 
299.  Acta  Tbaraci.  ap.  Baron,  an.  299. 

303.  Acta  Felicia,  Ampelii,  Glycerii,  Dativi,  Satumini,  Thelics  &  alionim.  ap. 
Baron,  an.  301.  302.  303. 
67.  ActaTheclse.  ap.  Grabe  Spicilegium.  Vol.  1.  p.  95. 

Pet.  JEroditu  de  Patrio  Jure,  cum  Pandectis.     Par,  1615.  Folh. 
Agathias  de  Rebus  Gestis  Justiniani.  G.  L.  Par,  1660.  FoUo, 
132.  Agrippa  Castor.  Fragment,  ap.  Eusebiimi. 

Cornel.  Agrippa  de  Vanitate  Scientiarum,  Hagit,  1662.  8vo. 
Gabr.  Albaspinctui  Episcopus  Aurelianensis.    Observationes  de  veteribus 
Ecclesise  Ritibus.  Par,  1631.  Folio. 

Nets  in  Optatum,  TertuUianum,  Concilium  Eliberi.  &  Canones 

alios  antiques.     Ibid. 

Police  de  TAnciennc  Eglise  sur  TAdministration  de  rEochariste, 


&c. 

Edm.  Albertinui  de  Eucharistia.     Daventria  1655.  Folio, 
490.  Alcimus  Avitus.  in  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  8. 
780.  Albinus  Alcuinus.  in  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  10. 

Nicol.  Alemannus,     De  Parietinis  Lateranensibus.  Rcma  1625.  Folio, 
315.  Aleiander,     Alexandrinus,     Epist.  ap.  Theodoret.  Lib.  Leap.  4« 
630.  AUiandrinum  Chfttnicon.     Gr,  Lat.  Monachii  1615.  4to. 
1166.  Alexiui  Aristenus.     Synopsis  Canonum  ap.  Justellum  &  Beverege. 
1130.  i4/gerux  de  Eucharistia.     Par.  1610. 

Pet.  AUix  de  Trisagio.     Holhomagi.  1674.  4to. 

Leo  Altatius  dc  CoDsensione  perpetui  Occidentalis  &c  Orientalis  Ecclesic. 
Colon,  1648.  4to. 

De  Dominicis  &  Hebdomadibus  Graecoruro.     Ibid. 

De  Missa  Pnesanctificatorum.     Ibid. 

De  Libris  Ecclesiasticis  Graecorum.     Par,  1645.  4to. 

De  Narthece  Veteris  Ecclesias  6c  Templis  recentiorum  Greconim. 

Par,  1646.  4to. 
AUtedius,    Supplementum  ad  Chamieri  Panstratiam. 
810.  Amalarivs  de  Officiis  Ecclet.  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  10. 
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810.  h.tnaUifim  De  Baptisterio  Moguntino.  Bibl  Patr.  Tom.  8. 

Sixtin*  Amama,  Oratio  de  Barbarie. 
374.  Ambnmi  Opera,  3.  Vol.  BatU,  1567.  Folio. 

380.  Ammiani  Marcellini  llistoria  cum  Notis  Lindebrogii.  Hamburg,  1609.  4to. 
370.  Amphilachius,    Epistola  Canonica  ap.  Bevereg.  Pandect. 
870.  Anastanu*  Bibliothecarius  de  V^itis  Pontificum.     Par,  1649. 
561.  Anaitasius  Sinaita.     Qusstiones  &  Respons.     IngoUtad,  1617.  4to. 
500.  Andreas  Cssariensis.  Comment,  in  Apocalypsin.  ad  Calcem  Openim  Chrj> 
sostomi.  Edit.  Commelin.  1596.  Folio. 
Andrews  de  Decimis  inter  Opuscula.     Land,  1629.  4to. 

Tortura  Torti.     Land,  1609.  4to. 

Responsio  ad  Apologiam  Bellarmini.     Land,  1610.  4to. 

Aiumymus  de  Francis,  ap.  Combesis  Hist.  Mouothelitar.  p.  429. 

250. de  Baptismo  Hsreticonim  ad  Calcem  Cypriani. 

450.  de  Hieresi    Prsdestinatonim   Edit,    a    Sirmondo  cum  Censura 

Awrsi.     Par.  1645.  8vo. 
826.  Ansegisus  Abbas.     Capitularia  Caroli  Magni.  Par.  1640.  Svo. 
160.  Antoninus   Imperator   cum    Commentar.      Gatakeri.    Gr,    Lat,  Cantab^ 
1652.  4to. 
Antonini  Itineraiium  Britannie.  cum  Notis,  Tho,  Gale.  Land.  4to. 

Placentini  sive  Martyris  Itinerarium.  ap.  Papebrochium  in  Actis 

Sanctorum  Maii.  Tom.  2. 

1446. Florentini  Chronicon.  3  Vol.  Lugd,  1586. 

Apuleii  Opera.     Lugd.  Batav.  1623.  12mo. 
1250.  Tho.  Aquinatis  summa  Theologis.  CoUm.  1604.  Folio. 

Ejusdem  Opuscula.     Ven,  1596. 

544.  Arator.     Historia  Apostolica  Carmine.  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  8. 
276.  Archelaus  Chascorum  in  Mesopotamia  Episcopus.  Disputatio  &  Epistola 
contra  Manichcum.  ap.  Valesium  in  Appendice  ad  Socratem  &  Sozo- 
menum. 
Pet.   Arcudius  de  Concordia  Ecclesis  Orientalis  et  Occidentals.    Par, 

1670.  4to. 
Pauli  Aringhi  Roma  subterranea,  2  VoL  Rom,  1651.  Folio. 
315.  Arius  Hseresiarcha.  Epistola  ap.  Theodoret.  Lib.  1.  cap.  5. 
303.  Amobii  Opera  Notis  Elmenhorst.     Hanov.  1603.  8vo. 
460.  Amobius  Junior.     Disputatio  cum  Serapione  ad  calcem  Irensi. 
401.  Astepii  Amaseni  Homilise  ap.  Combesis  Auctario  Novo  Bibl.  Patr.  Gr.  Lat. 

Par.  1648.  Folio. 
330.  AthanasH  Opera.  Gr.  Lat.  2  Vol.  Par.  1627.  Folio. 
177.  Athenagoras.  ad  calcem  Justin.  Mart.  Gr.  Lat  CoUm,  1686. 
196.  Athenogenis  Hymnus.  ap.  Basil  de  Spir.  Sancto.  cap.  29. 
398.  Augmtini  Opera.  10  Vol.  Par.  1637.  Folio. 

Anton.  Augustinut  de  Emendatione  Gratiani.  cum  Additionibus  Balozii. 
Par.  1672.  8vo. 

Ejusdem  Epitome  Juris  Pontificii.  2  Vol.  Par,  1641.  Folio. 

380.  Antoniui  JPoeta. 

890.  AuxUiut  de  Ordinationibus  Formosi.  ad  calcem  Morini  de  Ordinationibas, 
Azofius,    Inititutiones  Morales.  3  Vol.  Lugd.  1612.  Folio. 
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440.  BACCHIARIUS  de  recipiendis  Lapib.  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  3. 
Joan.  BaUtui  de  Scriptoribus  Britannicis.  1548.  4to. 
I880.Theodor.  Baliamon  Patriarcha  Antiochenus.     Commentaritit  in  CanoAM 
Apostolornm  &  Conciliorum.  Gr,  Lot,  ap.  Bevereg.  Pandect.  Qsmi.  1672. 

Commeotarius  in  Photii  Nomocanonem.  ap.  Jnstellum  in  Kfali- 

otheca  Jmis  Canonici.  Tom.  2. 
■  CoUectio  Ecclesiasticarum  Constitntioniim.   Gr,  Lat,  com  Nodi 


Leundavii  &c  Fabrotti.  ap.  Justell.  Ibid, 

Responsa  ad  varias  QiuBstiones  Juris  Canonici  ap.  Leondar.  ia 


Jure  Gneco- Romano,  passim  per  Lib.  2.  5-  7. 

Steph.  fiaittri  Miscellanea  sive  CoUectio  Vetemm  Monmnwitomm. 


4  Vol.  Par,  1683.  8?o. 

NotsB  ad  Gratianum  &  Antoninm  AngnatinQm  de  Emendatkmi 


Gratiani.  Par,  1672.  8vo. 

Nots  ad  Rheginonem,  cum  Appendiee  Auctonun  Velenim.  Ptr. 


1671.  8vo. 

Concilia  Gallia  Narbonensis.  Par.  1668.  8vo. 

Nova  CoUectio  CondUornm.  Par.  1683.  Folio. 

NotB  ad  tres  Dissertationes  Petri  de  Marca.  Par,  1669.  8vo. 


172.  Bardetansi  Syrus  de  Fato.  ap.  Euseb.  de  Preparat.  EvangeL  lib.  6. 
Tho.  Barlow,  Remains.  Land,  8vo. 

Letter  tp  Bishop  UMher, 

34.  BamaAc  Epittola  Gr.  Lat.  ap.  Coteler.  Patr.  ApostoL  Tom.  1. 
BartmU  Annales  Ecclesiastid.  12  Vol.  Antwerp,  1610. 

NotsB  ad  Martyrologium  Romanum.  Colon.  1603.  4to. 

Barrow  of  tho  Pope*i  Supremacy  and  Unity  of  the  Ckwreh,  awung  hk  Worh, 
3  VoU,  Land,  1687.  Folio. 
370.  Basilii  Magni  Opera  Gr.  Lat  3  Vol.  Par,  1638.  FoUo. 
448.  Batilii  Seleuciensis  Opera  Gr.  Lat.  Par,  1622.  FoUo. 

Sam.  Basnagii  Exerdtationes  Historico-Critice  ad  Barouii  Annales.  UUri- 

jeeH,  1692.  4to. 
Anton.   Baudrand  Additiones  ad  Ferrarii  Lexicon  Geographicura.  Par. 
1670.  Folio. 
701.  Bed*  Opera,  4  Vol.  Colon.  1612.  Folio. 

Historia  Ecclesiast.  Lat.  &  Saxon.  Notis  Wheelock.  Cantab.  1644. 

Folio. 
Bellarmini  Controversie,  3  Vol.  IngoUtad,    1590  &  Par.  1620.  Folio. 

De  Scriptoribus  Ecclesiasticis.  Colon,  1631.  8vo. 

11 15.  Bemardi  Opera.  Par.  1640.  Folio. 
1066.  Bernoldus  de  Ordine  Romano.    In  Cassandri  Lituigicis. 
MO.Bertramui  sive  Ratramnus  Monachus  Corbeiensis.    De  Corpore  &  Sanguine 
Domini,  ap.  Illyricum  in  Catalogo  Testium  Veritatis.  Giim.  1608.Folio* 
Gul.  Beverege  Pandects  Canonum  cum  Annotationibos*  2  Vol.02on.  1672. 
Folio. 

Codex  Canonum  Vindicatus.  in   Appeudice  ad  CottUrii  Patres 

Apostol.  &c.  Tom.  2.  Antwerp,  1698.  Folio. 
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Beta  Annotat.  in  Nov.  Testam.  Genn,  1583.  Fol. 

EpistoLt  Theolog.  Genev,  1573.  8vo. 

Bibliotheea  Patrura  Latin.  17  Vol.  Par,  1654. 

Btbliotheca  Patrum  Gr.  Lat.  2  Vol.  per  Fronto.    Ducaenm.  Par,  1624.  Vid. 

Combesis  Auctarium,  &c. 
Biidiotktea  Juris  Canonici.    Vid.  Justellam. 
1480.  Gabr.  fiUL  Expositio  Canonis  Miass.  Lugdun.  1542. 
Jac.  Billius.  Scholia  in  Nazianzeni  Opera. 

Severin.  Binins,  Concilia  General.  &c.  cum  Notis.  4  Vol.  Colon,  1618. 
1330.  Mat.  Blastares,  Syntagma  Canonum.  Gr.  Lat.  ap.  Beverege  in  Pandectis. 
Day.  BlondeL  Apologia  pro  Sententift  Hieronymi.  Anut.  1646.  4to. 
Sam.  Boehart  Hierozoicon  sive  de  Animalibus.  2  Vol.  Lond,  1663.  Folio. 

Geographia  Sacra.  Par.  1651.  Folio. 

Joan.  BolUmdus.  Acta  Sanctorum.  Anttoerp.  1668.  Folio. 
Joan.  Bona,  de  Rebus  liturgicis.  Colon,  1674.  8vo. 

De  Psalmodia.  Par,  1663.  4to. 

£dv.  Breretoood,    Patriarchal  Government  of  the  ancient  Chvrch.  Land, 
1687.  8vo. 

Enquiries  about  the  Diversity  of  Languages.  &c.  Lond,  1635.  4to. 

De  Ponderibus  &  Pretiis  Nummorum.  ap.  Walton  Prolegomena. 

Breviarium  Romanum,  Par,  1509.  8vo. 

Bamab.  Brusoniu$de  Ritu  Nuptiarum.  For.  1606.  4to. 

■  De  Formulis&  solennibus  Populi  Romani  verbis.  Par.  1583. 

' Commentarius  in  Legem,    Dominico,  de   Spectaculis  in   Codice 

Theodos.  Par,  1606.  4to. 
^gid.  Bucherius  de  Doctrin&  Temporum,  Commentarius  in  Victorii  Cano- 

nem  Paschalem.    Antvoerp,  1634.  Folio. 
John  Buckeridgt,  al.  Joannes  Roffensis.    De  Potestate  Paps  in  Rebua 

Temporalibus.     Lond,  1614.  4to. 
Georg.  Bull  Defensio  Fidei  Nicenae.     Oxon,  1685.  4to. 

Opera  omnia  per  Grabe.    Lond,  1703.  Folio. 

996.  Burchardus  Wormatiensis.  Decretum.  Colon,  1548.  Folio.  &  passim  ap.  Cor- 

rectores  Gratiani. 
1260.Bonaventur.  Burchardus,  al.  Brocardus.    Descriptio  Terrs  Sancts.  Colon, 
1624.  8vo. 
Gilb.  Burnet,  History  of  the  Reformation.  2  Vol.  Lond.  1681.  Folio. 

Pastoral  Care.  4to. 

Vindication  of  the  Ordinations  of  the  Church  of  England  Lond. 

1677.  8vo. 

Travels  in  several  Letters  to  Mr.  Boylt,  Rotterd,  1686.  8vo. 


Biatorf  Synagoga  Judaica.     Hanov,  1622.  8vo. 

ByzantiwB  Historis  Scriptores  varii.  17  Vol.  Par.  1648.  8vo. 

C. 

1350.  NICOL.  Cabatilat,    Expositio  Liturgis.  in  BibL  Patr.  Gr.  Lat  Tom.  2. 
Jacob.  Cabastutius,    Notitia  Conciliorom  &  Canonum.  Lugd,  1670.  8vo. 
JiUiut  CcMf.    De  Bello  GalKco,  &c. 
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500.  Cciorttu  Arelatensii  Homilis  in  Bibl.  Fatr.  Tom.  2. 

Tho.  Cajetanus,    Commentar.  in  Libros  Histor.  Vet.  Testamenti. 
Joan.  Calvini  Opera.  9  Vol.  Amit.  1667.  Folio. 
Joan.  Calvin,  al.  Kahl.  Lexicon  Juridicum.  Genev,  1665.  Folio. 
Hen.  Canisii  Lectiones  Antique.  6  Vol.  IngoUtad,  1601.  4to. 
Pet.  Canisii  Catechismus.     Colon,  1586.  Folio. 
250.  Canoiiet  ApostolicL  ap.  Bevereg.  Pandect.  &^n  Tomu  Coacilionim. 
1310.  Petius  Cantor,  de  Verbo  JVlirifico.  ap.  Menardom  in  SacramenUriinn  Gie- 
gorii.  p.  280. 

Verbum  Abbreviatum.  ap.  Bonam.  de  Reb.  Liturg.  Lib.  1.  c  1& 

Melchior  C&nu$.    Loci  Tbeologici,  &  de  Sacramentis.    CoUm.  1685.  8to. 
Ludov.  Capellus.  Notas  in  Nov.  Testam.     Anut,  1657.   EtcumMyrothecb 

Cameronis. 
Bartbol.  Carotiso.    Summa  Concilionim.     Lovan,  1681. 4to. 
Bishop  Carleton,    Divine  Right  of  Tithes.    Land.  1606.  4to. 
768.  Carolw  Magnus.    Capitularia.  ap.  Lindebroge  in  Codioe  Legum  AjitMiii&- 
rum,  &  ap.  Ansegisum  Abbatem,  &  Baluzium. 
Isaac  Caiavbonut.    Ezerdtationes  in  Baionii  Annales.    Genev,  1655.  4to. 
— ~  Note  in  HistoriiB  Augusts  Scriptores.     Par.  1620.  Folio. 

Note  in  Strabonis  Geograph.  Par,  1620. 

Georg.  Cassandri  Opera.     Par.  1616.  Folio. 

— —  Consultatio  de  Articulis  Religionis  cum  Grotii  Annotoiis.  1642. 
8vo. 

De  Communione  sub  utrftque  Specie.    Htlmttai*  1642.  4to. 


424.  Joan.  Cassiani  Opera.     Basil.  1575. 
514.  Marc.  Aur.  Ctusiodonu  Senator.  Historia  Tripartita  ex  Socraie,  Sosomeno 
&  Theodorito.    Franc,  1588.  Folio. 

Commentarius  in  Psalmos.     Par.  1619. 

■         Variarum  Epistolarum  Lib.  12.  Lugd.  1595.  8vo. 
Alphonsus  de  Castro  adversus  Hsreses.  Lugd,  1546.  8vo. 
Catechismus  ad  Parochos  ex  jussu  ConcUiiTridentini. 
Catena  in  Job.  Gr.  Lat.  Lond.  1637. 
Gul.  Cave  Historia  Literaria.  2  Vol.  Lond,  1688.  &  1698.    Folio. 

Lives  of  the  Apostles  and  Fathers.  2  Vol.  Lond,  1677.  Folio. 

Primitive  Christianity.     Lond.  1676.  8vo. 

Government  of  the  ancient  Church  by  Bishops,  Metropolitans  and 

Patriarchs.  Lond,  1683.  8vo. 
Cawdrey  Discourse  of  Patronage.     Lond,  4to. 
1057.Georgii  Cedreni  Annales  Gr.  Lat  cum  Notis  XylandrL  Basil.   1566.  FoL 
423.  Celestinus  Papa.  Epistole  Decretales    ap.    Justellum,  Crab,  &   Labbin 
Tomis  Concilionim. 
Lud.  Cellotius.  Note  in  Capitula  Gualteri  Aurelianensis.in  Concilior.  Tom. 

8.  p.  649. 
Centuria  Magdeburgenses.  3  Vol.    Basil.  1624.  Folio. 
Chamier  Panstratia  Catholica.  3  Vol.  Genev.  1626.  Folio. 
Charisius  Grammaticus  in   Corpore  Auctorum  Lingue   Latine.    Genm. 

1628.4to. 
Martin.  Chemnitius,  £xamen  Concilii  Tridentini.  Genev*  1614.  Folio. 
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30.  Pet.  Ckrtttologi  Opera.    Lugd.  1672.  Folio. 

Dar.  Chytrawde  Statu  Ecclesiarum  in  Gneci&,  Asift,  &c.  Frmme.  1583. 
8vo. 
98.  Joan.  Chrysottomi  Opera,  Gr.  LaL   10  Vol.  Par,  1616.  &  ap.  Commelin. 
1617. 

— Opera  Gmch,  8  Vol.  Eumtt,  1613.  ^ 

—  Epistola  ad  Cssarium  Monachom.  ap.  le  Moyne  Varia  Sacra. 
M.  T.  Cietronii  Opera.  Genev.  1646.  4to. 
50.  Joan. -Cinnomt  Historia,  Gr.  Lat.  cum  Notis  du  Fresne.     Par,  1670.  FoL 

Clag€t  of  the  Unity  of  the  Church.     Land,  1693.  8vo. 
)3.  CUmmu  Alexandrinus.  Opera.  Gr.  Lat.  Par,  1641.    It  2  Vol.  Oxok. 

Tract.  Quis  dives  salvetur.  ap.  Combefis  in  Auctario  Novissimo 

Bibl.  Patr.  Gr.  Lat.  Par.  1672. 
S5.  Clemens  Romanus.  Epist.  ad.  Corinthios,  Gr.  Lat.  ap.  Coteler.  Patr. 

tol.  Tom.  1. 
64.  Joan.  Climacus.  Opera,  Gr.  Lat.     Par,  1633.  Fol. 
Cluverii  Italia  Vetus.     Lvgd,  Bat.  1622.  Fol. 
Codex  Canonum  Ecclesie  Universe,  ap.  Justellum. 
Codex  Canonum  Ecclesie  Africans,  ap.  Justellum. 
Codex  Canonum  Ecclesie  Romane.  ap.  Justellum. 
CA)dex  Justinianus.  in  Corpore  Juris  Civilis. 
Codex  Theodosianus  cum  Commentariis  Jac.  Gothofred.  6  Vol.  Lugd. 

1665.  Fol. 
Cocf ex  Canonum  Ecclesie  Grece.     Vid.  Ehingerum. 
60.  Georg.  Codiniu  de  Officiis  Ecclesie  Constantinopolitane,  Gr.  Lat.  cum 

Notis  Jac.  Gretseri,     Par.  1648.  Fol. 
1 1.  Collatio  Carthaginiensis  inter  Catholicos  et  Donatistas  ad  Calcem  Optad. 
Par.  1631. 
Collectio  Constitutionum  Ecclesiasticanim.    Vid.  Balsamon.   ap.  Justel- 
lum. 

Franc.  Combefs,  Bibl.  Patrum,  Gr.  Lat.  Auctarium  Novum.     Far,  1648. 
Folio. 

Auctarium  Novissimum,  Par,  1672.  Fol. 

Historia  Monothelitarura,  cum  variis  Monvmeatis  Patrum.  Gr. 

Lat.     Par.  1648.  Fol. 
Comber  of  Liturgies.  2  Vol.  Lond,  8vo. 
26.  Commodiani  Instructiones  adversus  Paganos,   ad  Calcem  Cypriani.  EdiL 

Rigalt.     Par.  1666. 
Concilia,    Vid.  Binium  Crab.  Labb6,  &c. 

Carpus  Juris  Civilis  par  Dionys.  Gothofredunu  Ludg,  1589.  2  VoL  8vo. 
Corpus  Juris  Canonici,  viz.  Gratiani  Decretum,  Decretales  Gregorii,  Sextus 

Decretalium,  Clementine  £c  Extravagantet.  cum  Emendationibus  Gse- 

gorii  XIII.     Ronue.  1582.  4  Vol.  Fol. 
Corpus  Confessionum  Ecclesiarum  Reformat,  cum  Consensu  Cathdlico 

sententiis  Patrum.     Genev.  1612.  4to. 
Corpus  Auctorum  lingue  Latine.     Genev,  1622.  4to. 
Corpm  omnium  Poetarum.    Lugd.  1603.  4to.  « 

25.  Constantinus  Magnus.  Epistole  varie  ap.  Eusebium. 

VOL.  IX.  O 
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250.  Ctnmelius  Episc.  Rom.  Epittols  ad  Cyprian,  el  Etuebiam. 

Bishop  Cosint'  Scholastical  Histoiy  of  the   Canon  of  Scripture.    Lmid. 
1683.  4to. 

History  of  Transubstantiarion.  Land.  1676.  8vo. 

Joan.  Cotelerint,     Nets   in  Patres  Apostolicos.    2  Vol.  Antwerp.  1698. 
Addu^tur  in  Appeodice,  Beverege  Codex  Canonum  vindicatus,  Usatrii 
Dissertationes  Ignatians,  et  Pearson  Vindicie  Ignatii. 
Joh.  Cotivici  Itinerarium  Hierosolymitanum.  Antwerp,  1619.  4to. 
Pet.  Crabbe,    Concilia  Generalia  et  Provincialia.  3  Vol.  CoUm.  1551. Folio. 
Rich.  Crakanthorp.  Defensio  Eccles.  AngL  &c  Land,  1625.  4to. 
590.  Crtteoniu*  Afer.  Breviarium  Canonum.  ap.  Jnstellnm  in  BibU  Jorii.  Cano- 
nict. 
Cn'tici  Sacri  in  Biblia.  8  Vol.  Anut.  1698. 
Critical  History  of  the  Creed.  Lond.  8vo. 
Metrophanes  Critopulus.    Confessio  Ecclesis  Orientalis,  Gr.  Lat.  Helm- 

$tad.  1661.  4to. 
Martin  Crueius.  Turco-Grscia,  Gr.  Lat.  BomU,  1584.  Folio. 
Curcellitus  de  Esu  sanguinis,  inter  Openu    Anut*  1675. 
250.  Cj^yruim  Opera.  Oxim.  1682.  Folio. 

Opera  Notis  RigalUi.  Par.  1648.  Fol. 

546.  Cyprianvt  Gallus.  Vita  Caesarii  Arelatensis.     Ludg.  1613.  4to. 
412.  Cyrilli  Alexandrini  Opera,  Gr.  Lat.  7  Vol.  Par.  1638. 
350.  Cyrilli  Hierosol.  Opera.  Gr.  Lat.  Oxon.  1703.  Folio, 

D. 

LUC.  Dacherii  Spicilegium.  Par.  1665.  4to. 

Joan.  DalUtus  de   Objecto  Cultus  Religiosi  adversns  Latinorum  Traditi- 
onem.     Genev.  1664.  4to. 

De  Confessione  Auriculari.  Genev,  1661.  4to. 

« De  Confirmatione  et  Extreme  Unctione.  Genev.  1659.  4lo. 

—  De  Jejuniis  and  Quadragesima.     Daventri4e.  1654.  8vo. 

De  Imaginibus.     Lvg,  Bat.  1642.  8vo. 

De  Psniset  Satisfactionibus.     Amtt.  1649.  4to. 

De  Scriptis  Ignatii.  Genev,  1666.  4to. 

730.  Joan  Danuucenus.  Opera,  Gr.  Lat.  BasiL  15^^. 

Martin.  Delrio  Disquisitiones  Magics.     Lovan.^  1599.  4to. 

Demonstration  that  the  Church  of  Rome  has  erred  in  her  Decrees  about  Com- 
munion in  one  Kind.  Lond.  1686.  4to. 

Dempster  Additiones  ad  Rosini  Antiquitates  Roman.  Colon.  1620.  4to. 

Depositio  Martyrum.  ap.  Pearson  Annal.  C3rprian. 
370.  Didymus  Alexandrinus.  Opera.  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  9.  Ludov.  de  Dieu.  Ani- 
madversiones  in  Epistolas  D.  Pauli.  Lug.  Bat.  1646.  4 to. 

Dion  Cassii  Historia  Romana,  Gr.  Lat.  Franc.  1592.  8vo. 

Diogenes  Laertius  de  Vitis  Philosophorum,  Gr.  Lat.  cum.  Hesychio  Milesio 
and  Eunapio  de  iisdem.  Colon.  AUobrog.   1616.  8vo.  cum  Notis  Is.  Ca- 
sauboni. 
362.  DiBnysius  Areopagita.    Opera  sub  ipsius  nomine,  Gr.  Lat.  2  Vol.    Par 
1644.  cum  Scholiis  Pachymer,  and  Maximi. 
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254.  Dionifsius  Alex.  Epistolas  vans  ap.  Eusebium. 

533.  Dionytius  Exiguus.  Codex  Canonum  EcclesiaB  Romans,  ap.  Justellum.  Id. 
Bibliotheca  Juris  Canon. 

— Collectio  Decretorum*  Pontificom  Romanoram  a  Siricio  ad  Anas- 

tasium  secundum  ap.  Justell.  Ibid,  et  in  Tomis  Concilionim. 

Epistolffi  Paschales  ap.  Petaviom  de  Doctrinft  Tempomm  in  Ap- 


pendice. 

Cycli  Paschalis  Fragmentum.  ap.  Marianum  Scotum  ad  annum 


527. 

Hen.  Dodwel,  Dissertationes  Cyprianics.     Oxon.  1682.  Folio. 
— —  Dissertationes  in  Irensum.  Oatm.  1689.  8vo. 

De  Jure  Laiconim  Sacerdotali,  contra  Grotium.  Land,  1685.  8vo. 

Marc.  Anton,  thminicy  de  Communione  I^eregrinft.  Paris  1645.  4to. 
Jerem.  Drexilii  Trismegistus  Christianus,  sive  de  triplici  Cultu  Conscientis, 

Cslitum,  Corporis.  Colon,  1631. 
Fran.  Duarenus  de  Sacris  Ecclesis  Ministeriis  ac  Beneficiis.  Par,  1551. 4to. 
Sir  Wil.  Dugdale  Monasticon  Anglicanum.  2  Vol.  Land,  1655.  &c. 
1286.  Gul.  Durante*  sive  Durandut,    Rationale  Divinorum  Officiorum.  Ltigd, 

1584.  8vo. 
Steph.  Durantus  de  Ritibus  Ecclesis  Catholics.  Par,  1631.  8vo. 

£. 

ADRAH.  Eccftelensis.  Concilii  Nicsni  Canones  Arabic!  cum  Notis.  Cone. 
Tom.  2. 
1121.  Eaeliit^us  Monacfaus.     Historia  sui  Ssculi  cum  Notis  Seldeni.     Land, 
1623.  Folio. 
Joan.  Eckiui,    Enchiridion  adver.  Lutherum.  Lugd.  1549.  8vo. 
Elias  Ehingerius,    Codex  Canonum  Ecclesis  Orientalis.    Gr.  Lat  fftct- 
Urg.  1615.  4to. 
640.  Eligius  Lemovicensis.     Homilis  ei  ascripts  in  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  2. 
430.  Paulus  Emtsenug,     Homilis  in  Concilior.  Tom.  3. 
51 U  EnmKJtus  Ticinensis.     Vita  Epiphanii  Ticinen.    Episcopi  in  Bibl.  Patr. 

Tom.  15.  et  inter  Opera  cum  Notis  Sirmondi.  1611.  Par,  8vo. 
526.  Ephremius  Antiochenus.   Pro  Ecclesiasticis  Dogmatibus  et  Synodo  Chal- 

cedonensi.  ap.  Photium  in  Bibliothec&  Cod.  228  and  229. 
370.    Epkremius  Syrua.     Opera  per  Vossium  Tungrensem.  Latind.    Antwerp. 

1619.  Folio. 
368.  Epiphaniuu    Opera  Gr.  Lat.  cum  Notis  Petavii.  2  Vol  Par,  1622.  Folio. 
EpUcopii  Institutiones  Theolog.  Anut.  1678.  Folio. 
Erasmi  Opera  9.  Vol.  Batil,  1540.  Folio. 
Estiui'in  Sententias.  2.  Vol.  Par.  1638.  Folio. 

Commeatar.  in  Epistolas  Pauli.  Par.  1668.  Folio. 

■  Orationes  Theologies. 

594.  Evagriiu.  Historia  Eccles.  cum  Notis  Valesii.  Gr.  Lat.  Par,  1673.  and 

Cantab.  1720.  Folio. 
434.  Eucheriu$  Lugdunemis.  Homilis.  Antwerp.  1602.  8vo. 

EueMfl'^ium  Gnecorum  cum  Notis  Goar.  Par,  1647.  Folio. 
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581.  Eulogius  Patharcha  Alexandriaus.  ap.  Photium  Cod.  280. 

380.  EunapiM  Sardianus  de  Vitis  Philosophorum  Gr.  Lat.  Colotu  AUobreg. 

1616.  8vo. 
420.  Euodhu,  Epistole.  inter  EpUtolaa  Augustint. 

315.  Eusebius  Csstriensu.    Historia  EoclesiaHtica  cam  Notis  Vaksii.     Par. 
1672.  and  Cantab,  1720.  Fol. 

Pneparatio  Evangelica.  Gr.  LaI.     Par,  1628.  Folio. 

Demonstratio  Evangelica.    Gr.  Lat.  Par,  1628.  Folio. 

De  Martyribus  Palttstinae.  ad  Calcem.  lib.  8.  Historis. 

Chronicon  cum  Animadvenionibus  ScaUgeri.  Anut,  1658.  Folb. 

— —  DeLaudibus  Coniitantini  Oratio,  et  De  Vita  Conitantini  lib.  4.  ad 
cakem  Historis. 

Epistola  ad  Cssarieasea,  de  Fide  Niccnt.  ap.  Socratam  Lib.  1. 


cap.  8.  et  Theodor.  Lib.  1.  cap.  12. 
340.  Eusebius  Emisenus.     Uomiliae,  sed  tatnen  dubis.     Antwerp.  1602.  8vo. 
,335.  Eiustatkms  Antiochenus.     De  Eogastrymutbo  adveraus  Oiigenem.     Notis 

Allatii.  Lugd.  1629.  4to.  et  in  Critic.  Londin$n$,  Tom.  8. 
1116.£MlAjfm«u«  Zigabenus.  Panoplia  Ortbodoxae  Fidei  adversus  omnes  Hsreses. 

Lat.  Ventt.  1555.  Fol. 

F 

JOAN.  Faber.     Declamatio  de  Humans  Vits  Miaerift. 
Car.  Fabroiut.    Notie  ad  Balsamonis  Collectionem  Conttitutionum  Eccles. 
ap.  Justellum  in  Bibl.  Juris  Canonici.    Tom.  2. 
540.  Facii?ufu<  Hermianensis.    Opera,  cum  Notis  Sirmondi.     Par.  1675.  Folio. 
FatcictUus  Rerum  Expetendarum  &  Fugiendarum.  Land.    1690.  2    Vol. 
Folio. 
630.  Fasti  Siculi.  Vid.  Alexandrinum  Chronicon. 

Faulkner.  Libertas  Ecclesiastica.     Lond.  1674.  8vo. 

Vindication  of  Liturgies.     Lmd,  1680.  8vo. 

3SA,  Faustinus  &c  Marcellinus.     Libellus  Precum  ad  Theodosium  Imperatorem. 

0x071.  1678.  8vo. 
356.  Felix  Secundus  Papa.  Kpistole  Decretales  in  Tomis  Conciliorum. 
483.  Felix  Tertius  Papa.  Epistols.  ap.  Justellum  &  in  Tomis  Conciliorum. 

Joan.  Fell.    Nots  in  C3rprian.     Oxon.  1682. 
533.  Ferrandus.     Breviarium  Canonum  in  JustelH  Bibliothecft  Juris  CaDODtd. 
Tom.  2. 
Phil.  Ferrarii  Lexicon  Geographicum  cum  Additionibus  Baudrand.  Par 

1670.  Folio. 
Franc.  Ferrariiu  de  Ritu  Concionum.     Mediolani.  1620.  4to. 
Field  of  the  Church.     Oxon.  1635.  Folio. 

Joan.  Filesacui.  Commentarius  in  Vincentium  Lirinensem.  Par.  1619. 4to. 
340.  Jul.  Firmicus  Maternus  de  Errore  Profanarum  Religionum  cum  Notis  Joao. 
a  Wower.     Oxon.  1678.  8vo. 

Astronomica  sive  de  Mathesi.  Lib.  8.  Basil.  1591. 

250.  Firmiliani  Epistola  inter  Epist.  Cypriani. 
Flagellantium  Historia.     Par.  1700.  8vo. 

Joan.  Forbesius.  Instruclioncs  Historico-ThcolojriciP.     Amsl .  1646.  Folio. 
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1410.  Simeon  Thessalonicensis.  Commentar.  de  Templo  et  Mimstris  et  Sacra  Hys- 
tagogia.  Gr.  Latap.  Gear  in  Rituali  Graecorum.     Par.  1647. 

Dialogus  adversus  omnes  Usreses.      Responsa  ad  85 

Qusstiones    Gabrielis  Pentapolitani.     M.S.  ap.  Leonem  Allatittm  de 
Missa  Praesanctificatorum. 
Jacob.  Sirmondus.  Censura  Anonymi  de  Suburbicariis  Regiooibos  et  £c- 
clesiis.  Par,  1618. 

Ilistoria  Posnitentis.— Nets  in  Augustinum,  Ennodium,  &c* 

Dissertatio  de  Usii  Fermenti  in  EucharistiA.  Ediu  sunt  omnia  Sir- 

mondi  Opera.  5  Vol.  Par,  1696.  Fol. 
432.  Sixttt*  Papa  3.  Epistol®  Concil.  Tom.  3. 

Sixtus  Senensis.     Bibliotheca  Sancta.     Colon.  1586.  FoL 
Joan.    SUidanus,     Commentarii    de    Statu   Religionis,   &c.   Argentorat. 
1566.  8vo, 
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Fhr.AM. 

Smsctymnuuu     4to* 

Tho.  Smth.  Account  of  the  Grtek  Church.     Land,  1680.  8vo. 
439.£beral«i  Scholatticus.      Hiftoria    Eccleaiutica    Notxs  Valesii.      Cmta6. 
1720.  Fo). 
Soiinui  Polyhistor.  cum  Pomponb  Mela  et  ^thico  Cotmographo.  Per 

H.  Stephan.     1677.  4to. 
Hen.  Spebiunu  Concilia  Britannica.  2  Vol.  Lond.  1664.  Folio. 
Anton.  Sparrow^    Rationale  on  the  Common-Prayer.    Lond*  1684*  Svo. 
Joan.  Spencer  de  Legibns  Hebrsonim.    Hagtt.  1686.  4to 
Anton,  a  Sotornqfor.       Index  Libromm  prohibitonun  et  ezporgandoram 
Madrid.  1667.  FoUo. 
4iO,  Stftomenut,    Historia  Ecdenastica,  Gr.  Lat.  com  Notis  Valesii.    Cantab, 
1720.  FoUo. 
Spalatentis  de  Repablicft'Ecclesiastica.    a  Vol.  Land.  1617.  Folio. 
Frid.  Spanhemiut,    Historia  Imaginnm.    Lug,  Bat,  1686.  8yo. 

Summa  Historis  Ecclesiastica  ad  Snculum  16.  2  Vol.  Lvg»  Bat, 

1689.  8yo. 
SpartianuM  inter  Augusts  Historia  Scriptores. 
Hen.  Spondamu,    Epitome  Annalium  Baronii.    2  Vol.  Par,  1660.  Folio. 

Continuatio  Annalium  Baronii.  2  VoL  Lugd,  1678.  Folio, 

£dw.  StUtingfUet.  Origines  Britannics.  Lond,  1685.  Folio. 
■  Unreasonableness  of  Separation.  Lond,  1681.  4to. 

Irenicum.    Lond,  1662. 4to. 

Idolatry  and  Fanaticism  of  the  Church  of  Rome,    Lond,  1676.  8yo. 

Defence  of  the  Charge  of  Idolatry,  &c.   Lond,  1676.  8vo, 

Answer  to  Cretty't  Apologetical  Epistle.    Lond,  1675.  8vo. 

Ecclesiastical  Cases  relating  to  the  Duties  and  Rights  of  the  Paro- 
chial Clergy.     Land,  1698. 8vo. 
StrubonU  Geographia.    Gr.  Lat.  Notis  Casauboni.  Par,  1620.  Folio. 
842.  Walafridus  Strabo  de  Rebus  Ecdesiasticis.  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  10. 
Suetanha.    Oxon,  1676,  8vo. 

Joan.  Caspar.  Suicerus,    Thesaurus  Ecclesiasticus  e  Patribus  Gracis.  2. 
Vol.  Amtt.  1682.  FoUo. 
280.  Snidai,    Lexicon  Notis  iEmylii  Porti.  2  Vol.  Geneo,  1619.  Folio. 
Laur.  Surius,  Vita  Sanctorum.  7  Tom.  CoUm,  1576. 

De  Rebus  Gestis  in  toto  Orbe  ab  anno  1500  ad  1574.  Colon*  1574. 

Mat.  SutUf,  de  Institutione  Monachorum.     Lond.  1600.  4to 
4&Q,Symmachu$  Papa.    Epistola  et  Decreta  in  Tomis  Conciliorum. 
384.  Q.  Aurel.  Symmaehus,    Epistola  et  Relatio  ad  Theodosium  pro  AHl  Victo- 
ria. Par,  1604.  4to. 
41 0.5yn€nt  Epistola.  Gr.  Lat.  Par.  1605.  8yo. 

Opera  omnia  Notis  PetaviL  Gr.  Lat.  Par,  1633.  FoKo. 

S^nodieon  Pappi.  Gr.  Lat.  in  Tomis  Conciliorum  Labb6. 
Synodieon  Gallia  Reformats.  2  Vol.  Lond,  1692.  Folio. 

T. 
TACm  Histoiia  et  Annales.    Amtt.  1664.  8vo. 
172.  Tatiamu.  Oratio  contra  Graces.  Gr.  Lat.  ad  Calcem  Operum  Justin.  Mar- 
tyr. Colon.  1686.  Folio. 

Q 
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Jer.  Taylor,,  Dnctor  Dubitantiam.  Lond.  1676.  Folio. 

Worthy  Commonicaiii.    Land,  1660.  8yo. 

192.  TtrtuiiumuM,  Opera  Notis  Fr.  Jnnii.  Fnnekers.  1697.  Fol.  Et.  NoCit  Bi- 
galtii.  P€cru,  1634. 

ThMcribu, 
423.  Theodoritut,  Historia  Eccles.  Gr.  Lat.  Caiifafr.  1720.  FoHo. 

Opera  omnia,  Gr.  Lat.  4  Vol.  Par.  1642.  Fdio. 

518. 7^«KfortM  Lector.  Historia.  Gr.  Lat.  Notis  Valeaii.    Camtah*  1720.  FoBo. 

Thmtdonus  Imperator.  Vid.  Codex  Theodosianiis. 
168.  ThtopkUHS  Antioch.  Lib.  ad  Autolycum.  Gr.  Lat.  Oxan,  1684.  8yo.  et  su) 

calcem  Justin.  Mart. 
385.  ThtopkUui  Alex.  Epistols  Heortastice.  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  3. 

Canonica  Edicta.  ap.  Bevereg.  Pandect.  Tom.  2. 

1077.  Theophylaetut.    Comment  in  4  Evangelia.  Gr.  Lat.  Par,  1631.  Folio. 

Comment,  in  Epletolas  S.  Pauli.  Land.  1636.  Folio. 

ThomM  Aquinas.    Vid.  Aquinas. 

Heibert  ThomdikB,    Of  Religious  Assemblies,  and  the  Senrioe  of  God. 
Cantab,  1642.  8vo. 

■  Just  Weights  and  Measures.  4to, 

Job.  Maria  Thomoiiut,    Liber.  Sacramentorum.  Uawu  1680. 4to. 

Tigurine  Liturgy.     Lond.  1693.  8vo.  See  Wemdiy. 

TiUesly  of  Tithes  in  Answer  to  Selden. 
511.  Timotheus  Constantinop.  ap.  Combefis  Auctar.  Novum.  Tom.  2. 

Timothai  Passio.  ap  Photium,  Cod.  254. 
380.  Tmoiheui  Alexand.  Canones  ap.  Bevereg.  Pandect.  T.  2. 

Franc.  ToUiw.    Instructio  Sacerdotum. 

Tridmitini  Concilii  Decreta  et  Canones  cum  Dedarationibiis  Cardinalivm 
et  RemissionibuH  Barboss.  Colon.  1621. 

Catechismas  editus  Jussu  Cone.  Trident'mL  Vide  Catechismus  ad 

Parochos. 
1483  Trithemiui  de  Scriptoribus  Ecdesiasticis.    Colon,  1531.  4to. 

Turriantu,  Nots  in  Canones  Arabicos  Concilii  Niceni.  Cone.  Tom.  2. 

Franc.  Turretinus,  Institutio  Theologias  EleQCtics.4  Vol.  GtHev.  1688. 4to. 

V. 
439.  VALERIANUS  Cemeliensis.  Homilis.  Lugd.  1672.  FoUo. 

VaUriuM  Maximus. 

Henric.  VaUnns,  Nots  in  Euseb.  Socrat.  &c.  Cantab.  1720. 

Dissertationes  varis  ad  calcem  Euseb.  Socrat.  &c.  Ibid. 

Varro  de  Lingu&  Latinft  cum  Notis  Scaligeri.  Par,  1585,  8vo. 

Vedeliut.  Exercitationes  in  Ignatium.  Genev.  1623.4to. 

Vegetius  de  Re  Militari.  Lug,  Bat,  1592.  8vo. 

Venantius,  Vid.  Fortunatum. 

Vergilixu.  Vid.  Polydor.  Vergil. 

Jos.  Vicecomei  de  Ritibus  Baptismi.  Par,  1618.  8vo. 

De  Ritibus  Eucharistis.  M^diolanL  1618.  4to. 

Victor.  Epitome  Historis  Romanae. 
401.  Victor  Antiochenus.  Comment,  in  Marcum.  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  1. 
555.  Victor  Tununensis.  Chronicon  in  Appendice  Chronid  Eusebiani.  Par.  1658. 
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Fhr.  An. 

Victor  Utkeoais  sivc  Viteosis  de  Peraecuttone  Vandalicft.BiU«  P«u  Tom.  7. 
290.  Vietarinus  Martyr.  Comment,  in  Apocalyps.  Bibl.  Patr.Tom.  2. 

De  FabridL  Mundi,  ap.  Cave  Hktor.  Literar.  Tom.  1.  p.  103. 

457.  Vietorha  Aqoitaniit.  Canon  Paschalts,  Notia  Bucherii.  Aatwwrp.  1684.  Fol. 
540.  Vigiliut  1.  Papa.  Epistolct  in  Tomis  ConciUonim. 
484.  Ft^fi/ittf  Tapaenaia.  Opera  per  Chtfletium.  Diviane,  1664.  4to. 
l244.Ftncenttuj  Bellovacensis.  Speculum  Historim.  MogtuU,  1474. 
434,  Vineentiut  Lirinensis.  Commonitorium  adveravs  Hasrewa.  Notis  Filesaci. 
Par.  1619.  4to. 
Virgiinu, 

Vitruvius  de  Architecturft.  Lug,  1586.  4to. 
Lndov.  Vivet  de  Cansis  corruptanun  Artium  et  de  tnuieadii  Disciplinis. 

Qnm.  1612.  Bvo. 
Ulpianui.  Passim  in  Pandectis  Juris  Civilis. 
Vopisau.  inter  Augustas  Historias  Scriptores.    • 

Joan.  Gerard.  Votsiut,  Theses  Theologies  et  Historic^.  DellMUi  Dobunor. 
1628.  4to. 

De  Baptismo  Disputat.  80.  Amst.  1648.  4to. 

De  tribus  Symbolis.  AmU,  1642. 4to. 

Isaac  Vottiut.  Notae  in  Ignatium,  ap.  Cotelerium. 
431.  Uraniut,  Vita  Paulini  Nolani  prsfixa  Operibus  Paulini. 

Jacobus  Uaerius.  Antiquitates  Britannicarum  Ecdesiarom.  Lmm(.  168'^.Fol. 
^— -  De  soccesrione  Ecclesias.  Ibid. 

Answer  to  the  Jesuit's  Challenge.  Lmd,  1686.  4to. 

— —  Religion  of  the  ancient  Irish.  Ibid. 

Historia  Dogmatica  de  Scripturis  et  Sacris  Vemaculis.  Land,  1690. 

4to. 

De  Anno  solari  Macedonum.  Lond,  1648.  8vo. 

Chitmologia  sacra » cum  Disiertatione  de  Symbolo  ApottoUco  Ro- 


mansB  Ecclesie.    Oxtm,  1660.  4to. 

Dissertationes.  Ignatianae  in  Appendice  ad  Cotelerii  Patres  Aposto- 


Ucoa.    ArUwerp.  1698.  Folio. 

Life  and  Letters.  Lond.  1685.  Folio. 

De  Episcoporum  et  Metropolitanorum  Origine.    Lond.  1687.  8vo. 

De  A^ft  Lydianfi,  sive  Proconsulari.  Ibid. 

Judgment  of  several  Subjects,  with  the  reduction  of  Episcopacy,  &c. 


Lond.  1658. 8  vo. 

W. 

WILLIAM  Wake  Archbishop  of  Canterbury's  Defence  of  the  Exposition  of 
the  Doctrine  of  the  Church  of  England,  against  M.  De  Meaux.  Lond, 
1686. 4to. 

Wil.  WaWs  Histoiy  of  Infant-Baptism.    Lond.  1705. 

Wil.  Walktr's  Modest  Plea  for  Infant-Baptism.  Cantab.  1677. 8vo. 

H^aio  Messalinus.  al.  Salmasius  de  Presbyteris  etEpiscopis  contra  Petavium. 

Lug,  Bat,  1641. 8vo. 
Walterus  Aurelianensis.  Capitula  Notis  Cellotii.  Concil.  Tom.  8. 
Brian.  Walton.  Prolegomena  sive  Apparatus  ad  Polyglot.     Tiyur,  1673. 

Fol. 
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Rich.  WatiOH,  De  antiqiift  Libeitate  EeclesMB  Britannicc.     Lomd.  1687. 

8vo. 
Wendlff's  Notes  on  the  Tigurhu  Liturgy.    Lond»  1693.  8yo. 
1480.  Wutelut  Oroningensit.  ap.  Illyriciiin  Catalog.  Tett.  p.  1908. 
Edw.  Wettenhal't  Gift  of  Singing.    Land,  8to. 
Hen.  Warton.  Appendix  ad  Cave  I^itor.  Literar.    Lmd,  1689.  Folio. 
Anctarinm  HistoriB  Dogmatice  Userii.    Land.  1690. 4to. 
■■  Disoonne  of  Pluralities.    Land.  1 703.  8?o. 

Abr.  Whedock.    Nots  in  Beds  Histor.  Vid.  Bedam. 
OnU  Whitakenu.  De  Condliis.    Herhom.  1601.  8?o. 
Dan.  WhUby's  Idolatiy  of  Host-Worship.    Land.  1671.  8iro. 
John  Wkitgift'i  Works.    Land.  1674. 

X. 

XYLANDER.  Nots  in  Cedrenvm. 

Z. 

360.  ZENO  Verooensis.  Sermones.  Bibl.  Patr.  Tom.  2. 

Gul.  Ztppenu.  Legum  Mosaicaram  Forensiom  Ezplanatio.    Htrbam.  1604. 

8yo. 
Caspar.  Ziegterut,    Animadfertiones  in  Grotinm  de  Jure  Belli  et  Buii. 
Witttberg.  1676.  8vo. 
1118.  Joan.  Zonanu,  Comment  in  Canones  Condliomm.  Or.  Lat.  ap.  Beveieg. 
Pandect.  Oxon.  1672.  Folio. 
Zcnmnu.  Histoiicus,  Or.  Lat. 
417.  ZoiUmu  I,  Papa,  Epistola  et  Decieta,  in  Tomis  Condliomm. 

ZumgUi  Opera.  4  Vol.  Tigur.    Folio. 
lA40m  ZygomaUu.  ap.  Cnicium  in  Turoo-Grsda. 

Zago  Zabo't  Account  of  the  Habaum  Religion,  in  Geddt*t  Church-Histoiy 
Ethiopia,    Land.  1696.  8vo.  and  in  Damianut  d  Goo. 
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ALPHABETICUS   ET  CHRO  NO  LOGIC  US, 

CUM 

NUMERO  CANONUM. 


A. 

A.D. 

506.  AOATHENSE.  Agde.  In  Oallia  Caaones.  48.  al.  71. 

315.  Alezandrinum  contra  Aiium  tab  Alexandro. 

362.  Alezandrinum  sob  Atbanario. 

349.  Agrippinense  contra  Enphratam  Arianum. 

314.  Ancyrannm  in  Galatia.  Can.  26. 

270.  Antiocbenum  contra  Panlum  Samosatennm. 

341.  Antiocbenum  in  Encgeniia.  Ci^na  25  Caaones  Inserti  sunt  in  Codicem 

Canonmn  Ecdesise  Univerao. 
578.  Antitsiodorense.  Auxerre.  in.  CteUia.  Can.  45. 
381.  AqnUiense  in  Italia. 

788.  Aqnisgranense.  Aiz  la  Cbapelle  in  Gennania.  Capit.  82. 
441.  Anuuicanam  1.  Orange,  in  Gtellia.  Can.  30. 
529.  Anuuicanmn  2.  Can.  25. 

314.  ArelatenBC  1.  Aries  in  GaUia.  contra  Donatistas  Can.  22. 
451.  Arelatense  2.  Can.  56. 
813.  Arelatense  sub  Carolo  Magno.  Can.  26. 
359.  Ariminensc  in  Italia. 
535.  Arvemense  1.  Clermont  in  Gallia.  Can.  16. 
670.  Augustodunense.  Autun  in  Gallia.  Can.  15. 
511.  Aurelianense  1.  Orleanoe  in  Gallia.  Can.  31. 
533.  Aurelianense  2.  Can.  21. 
538.  Aurelianense  3.  Can.  33. 

B. 

540.  BARCINONENSE.    Barcelona  in  Hispania.  Can.  10. 
1431.BariUense. 

563.  Bracarense  1.  Braga  in  Hispania.  Can.  40. 
572.  Bracarense  2.  Can.  10. 
570.  Martin.  Bracarcnsis  Collcctio  Canonum  cz  Synodic  Gncci^.  Capit.  8ri. 
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C. 

A.D. 

394.  CABARSUSITANUM.  in  Afiica. 

650.  Cabinonenfle  1.  Chalon  in  Oallia.  Can.  SO. 

813.  CabQonense  tub  Carolo  Magno.  Can.  66. 

381.  CsBaaraiigastaniim.    Saragossa  in  Hispania.  Can.  8. 

451.  Chalcedonense  Generale  In  Bithynia  contra  Eutychem.  Can.  28. 

787.  Chakmfeenfle  In  Bitennia.  C^iit.  90. 

256.  Carthaginense  sob  Cypiiano,  pro  RebapUzandis  Hacrcticis. 

348.  Carthaginenae  1.  tab  Grato.  Can.  14. 

390.  Cartbag.  2.  sub  Oenetblio.  Can.  13. 

397.  Cartbag.  3.  sob  Aur^o  Can.  50. 

399.  Cartbag.  4.  Can.  104. 

401.  Cartbag.  5.  sub.  Aurelio.  Can.  15. 

419.  Cartbag.  6.  sub  Aurelio.  Q^it.  10. 

419.  Cartbag.  7.  sub  Aurdio.  Capit  5. 

411.  Cartbaginends  CoUatio  inter  Catbol.  et  Donatistas. 

747.  Clovisboviense  in  Britannia.  Can.  30. 
1415.  Constantiense. 

381.  C  Politanum  1.  Generale  2.  Can.  7.  contra  Macedonium. 

536.  C  Politanum  sub  Menna.  Can.  14. 

553.  C  Politanum  Generale  5.  de  Tribns  Ciqpitulis. 

680.  C  Politanum  Generale  6.  contra  Monotbditas. 

692.  C  Politanum,  vulgo  Trullanum  sive  Quiniseztum.  Can.  102. 

£. 

305.  EUBERITANUM  in  Hispania.  Can.  81. 

517.  Epaonense.  Epone  in  Gallia.  Can.  40. 

431.  Epbesinum  Generale  3.  contra  Nestorium.  Can.  7. 

449.  Epbesinum  Latrocinale  dictum. 

F. 
1438.  FLORENITNUM. 
794.  Francofordiense  in  Germania  contra  Imaglnum  Adoratores.  Can.  56. 

G. 

324.  GANGRENSE  in  Papblagonia  contra  Eustatblum.  Can.  20. 
517.  Gerundense.  Girone  in  Hispania.  Can.  10. 

H. 

673.  HERUDFORDENSE  in  Britannia.  Can.  10. 

393.  Hipponense  in  Africa.    Ex  ci^usCanonibus  ct  ConcUiorum  soquentli 

conflatus  est  Codex  Canonum  Ecclesiffi  Africans,  an.  419. 
590.  Hispalense  1.  Seville  in  Hispania.  Can.  3. 
619.  Hispalense  2.  Can.  13. 

I. 
524.  ILERDENSE.  Lerida  in  Hispania.  Can.  16. 

L. 
361.  LAODICENUM  iu  Phrygia.  Can.  59. 
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A.D, 

1215.  Latcrancnse  4.  sub  Inocentio.  3. 
1078.  Londinense. 

569.  Luccnse  1.  Lugo  in  Hispaaia. 

572.  Lucense  2. 

M. 

581.  MATISCONENSE  1.  Mascon  in  GaUia.  Can.  19. 

585.  Matisconense  2.  Can.  20. 

845.  Meldense.  Meaux  in  Crallia.  Capit.  ^, 

402.  Milevitanum  1. 

416.  Milevitanum  2.  Can.  27. 

813.  Moguntiacum.  Mayencc  sive  Ments.  Can.  55. 

N, 

658.  NAMNETENSE.  Nants  in  Gallia. 

589.  Narbonense  in  Gallia.  Can.  15. 

314.  Neocaesariense  in  Ponto.  Can.  14. 

325.  Nicaenum  1.  Genende  contra  Aiium.  Can.  20. 

787.  Nicsennm  2.  pro  Adoratione  Imaglnum.  Can.  22. 

0. 
1222.  OXONIENSE. 

P. 
847.  PARISIENSE. 

a 

692.  QUINISEXTUM.    Sive  TruUaimin.  Can.  102. 

R. 

439.  REIENSE  sivc  Rhegiense.    Riez  in  Gallia.  Can.  8. 
813.  Rliememe  sub  Carolo  Magno.  Con.  44* 
465.  Romanum  sub  Hilaro  Papa.  Can.  5. 
494.  Romanum  sub  Gdasio. 
499.  Romanum  sub  Symmacho. 

S. 

1022.  SALEGUNSTADENSE.  Can.  20. 
391.  Sangarienso  in  fiithynia.  a  Novatianis  dc  Pascbate. 
347.  Sardicense  in  Thracia  sive  Mcesia.  Can.  21. 
303.  Sinuessanum  fictitimn. 
351.  Sirmiensc  contra  Photinum. 

T. 

516.TARRACONENSE.  Can.  13. 

400.  Taurinense.  Turin  in  Pedemont.  Can.  B. 

400.  Toletanum  1.  Can.  21. 

531.  Toletanum  2.  Can.  5. 


\ 
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A,D. 

589.Tolet.3.  Can.  23. 

633.Tolet.4.  Can.  75. 

636.Tolet.  5.  Can.9. 

d38.Tolet.6.  Can.  19. 

646.Tolet.7.  Can.  6. 

653.  Tolet  8.  Can.  18. 

655.Tolet.9.  Can.  17. 

656.  Tolet.  10.  Can.  7. 

675.Tolet.  11.  Can.  16. 

681.  Tolet  12.  Can.  13. 

386.  Trevirense  in  Germania  contra  Ithacium. 

811.  Triburienfle  prope  Moguntiam  ad  Rhenum  Capit.  58. 
1545.  Tridentinum,  continuatum  1563. 

692.  ^j^nDanum.  Vld.  Quinisextnm. 

461.  Tnronense  1.  Can.  13. 
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